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PETER THE APOSTLE NEVER AT ROME 
A HISTORICAL FACT. 



fTlHE title of the 14th chapter of the 2nd book of 
•*• Eusebius is "Concerning thtf" Preaching of the 
Apostle Peter at Rome." The subject of the preceding 
chapter is "Concerning Simon Magus/ 9 irepl Sljuovo? 
rod fiayov, ' of Simon the magician/ 
The whole subject is thus introduced in this 13th 

opening of chapter: — "The faith in our Saviour and 
tneArgumen j^^j Jesus Christ having now been deli- 
vered to all men, the enemy of the salvation of men 
contriving to take possession firstly of (or devising pre- 

Eusebiua' viously to occupy) the imperial city, leads 
account'o? st. here Simon who has before been spoken of, 

Peter's coming # # # x 

to Rome. an( j combining with the prsestigiatory acts 
of the man, draws over many of those inhabiting Rome 

jnstin wrote *° the error. Justin truly shews this, who 
a.d.140. wftg nQ j. j on g a ^ er ^ e a p 0g fl eg> plainly de- 
claring it in the work (i. e. his Apology) which we now 
have. In the 1st of the Apologies to Antoninus, he 
writing, says thus : — 'And after the ascension of our Lord 
into heaven, the daemons sent forth certain men, saying 
that themselves were gods, which men were, not only 
not persecuted by you, but were even esteemed worthy 
of honours, as Simon a certain Samaritan from the 

B 
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village called Gittae, who in the time of Claudius Caesar, 

having through the art of daemons working in him 

performed magical powers over your imperial city 

Rome, was esteemed a god, and is honoured among you 

as a god by an image 6n the Tiber, between the two 

bridges, having tbi? Latin inscription, "Simoni deo 

sancto," which is, "to Simon holy god." And nearly 

all the Samaritans, and few in other nations, worship, 

confessing him as the first god.' " 

irenamg "Thus Justin. And Irenaeus agrees with 

wrote a.». 178. j^ m « n ^ e j^ j^^ Q j ^ e wor k concerning 

heresies We have received indeed that Simon 

.was the first leader of all heresy. From whom until 
this time, those following his heresy acting as in a 
mask the sober philosophy of Christians a , which is cele- 
brated among, all people on account of purity of life, 
nevertheless take hold again of that superstition con- 
cerning idols, falling back again upon pictures and 
images of Simon himself, and that of Helena mani- 
fested with him, undertaking to worship them with 
incenses, and sacrifices, and libations/' 

In the next chapter, the 14th of the 2nd book, the 
subject of which is, " Of the Preaching of the Apostle 
Peter at Rome b ," Eusebius proceeds to relate that " the 
evil power, hater of good, and contriver against the 
salvation of men, having at that time put forward 
Simon (father and executor of such evils) as some 
great one, and adversary of the great divine apostles of 
our Lord : nevertheless the divine and heavenly grace 

* tV <rd><ppova ical Zih KaBap6nrra filov raph rots xcuri pe&oriixerriv 
Xpiortavwv <pi\o<TO<plav {nroKpiv6fi€vou 

k x€p\ rod Kark 'P^firjv Ktip^yfiaros Uerpov rod AtocttJAow. 
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helping its ministers, through their coming and appear- 
ance quickly extinguished the flying flame of the evil, 
through their pulling down and taking away every 
high thing exalting itself against the knowledge of 
God. Therefore neither any attempt of Simon, not* of 
any other of these then born, stood its ground during 
these apostolical times. For the light of the truth con- 
quered and prevailed over all things, and the divine 
Word Himself ...... from God, having lately shined 

upon men, both Himself flourishing upon earth, and 
conversing with His own apostles. Immediately Simon, 
the Magician, that is, the deceiver, (6 brjKcodeh 70179,) 
having been stricken in the eyes of his mind, as by 
a divine and wonderful dazzling, who before in Judaea 
had been convicted by the Apostle Peter upon the evil 
deeds he had done, having taken the greatest and over* 
sea passage from the East, departed, fleeing to the 
West, thinking that here only it was that he could live 
with freedom in the practice of his art. Having arrived 
at the city of the Romans, the power seated here greatly 
assisting him, in a short time so far had his attempt 
succeeded, that he was honoured as a god by the dedi- 
cation of an image to him. But these things did not 
long prosper to him. Immediately (irapairoSas;) follow- 
ing his footsteps, in the same reign of Claudius, the all- 
good and beneficent providence of all things leads the 
strong and great one of the apostles, him on account of 
virtue (top aperrj? eveta) the speaker of all the others, 
Peter, unto Rome, (as against so great a destroyer of 
life,) who like a noble commander of God, having for- 
tified himself with the divine arms, carried the rich 
merchandize of the intellectual light out of the East 
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Unto those in the West, — preaching light itself, and 
saving doctrine of souls, the glad tidings of the king- 
dom of heaven. The divine Word having thus dwelled 
among them, the power of Simon was extinguished, 
and with the man himself immediately was utterly dis- 
solved ; but so great a light of holiness had shined upon 
the minds of the hearers of Peter, that they were not 
satisfied with once hearing, nor with the unwritten 
teaching of the divine publishing, but with various 
exhortations were assiduous with Mark (of whom the 
Gospel is with us) that through writing he would leave 
a memorial of the doctrine that had been delivered to 
them. Nor did they desist before they had prevailed 
tipon the man, and thus were the cause of the writing 
of the Gospel, called according to Mark. And they say 
that the Apostle, having known what was done, (the 
Spirit having revealed to him,) was pleased with the 
desire of the men, and authorized the writing as a pos- 
session to (or to the use of) the Churches. Clement, in 
the 6th of the Institutions, has recorded the history, 
(and the Bishop of Hierapolis, named Papias, bears wit- 
ness with him,) and it is said that Peter mentions Mark 
'in the 1st Epistle ; which they sfcy also that he composed 
at Borne, and that he signifies this, calling the city 
figuratively ( rpoTrucanepov ) Babylon, through these 
Words, 4 she the elected together in Babylon salutes you, 
and Marcus my son.' " 

What Clement of Alexandria has delivered is pre- 
served by Eusebius in the 14th chapter of the 6th book 
what cie- of the Ecclesiastical History: — "Again in 
ana™ (a.d. the same books, Clement concerning the 

194) says on ° 

the subject, order of the Gospels, has delivered the tra- 
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dition of the elders or presbyters from the beginning, 
that the Gospel according to St. Mark bad this origin, 
Peter having publicly in Borne preached the Word, and 
by the Spirit having spoken the Gospel, that those pre- 
sent, being many, exhorted Mark, as having followed 
him from the beginning, and having remembered the 
things spoken, should write the things that were said; 
and that he having composed the Gospel, delivered it 
to those asking him : which thing Peter having known, 
neither altogether hindered the doing of the thing nor 
did he promote it." 

In what sense Papias can be considered Papia*wrot» 

A.D. 116. 

to bear witness with Clement can hardly be 
said ; as Papias lived so long before the time of Clement; 
But this is the whole of the ancient evidence with re* 
spect to Peter the Apostle ever having been at Borne. 

It does not appear upon what authority the whole 
14th chapter of the 2nd book of Eusebius, " Concerning 
the Preaching of the Apostle Peter at Borne," rests. Of 
Simon the Magician being at Borne the whole authority 
is given in the preceding chapter from Justin* But for 
the contents of the 14th chapter, explanatory of St* 
Peter going to Borne, there is no reference. 

The evidence of Clement of Alexandria referred to in 
the 15th chapter is given in the 14th chapter of the 
6th book, and reference is made, as it appears, to this 
evidence, only for the purpose of shewing the origin of 
St. Mark's Gospel; since in Clement nothing appears 
with respect to Simon Magus ; only that " Peter having 
preached the Word publicly in Borne, and spoken the 
Gospel, those present exhorted Mark to write the things 
that were said." 
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The connected view taken by Eusebius of all the 
parts then before him from these ancient authorities, 

iusebiug Justin, Papias, and Clement of Alexandria, 
^ra si^pSe* leads him to the conclusion that the arrival 
oame " of Peter in the city of Rome was in the 

second year of Claudius, a.d. 42 : — " Eusebius quidem in 
Chronico, Petri in urbem Romam adventum refert anno 
secundo Claudii Augusti, quam sententiam secutus est 
Baronius, Petavius aliique plures c :" "Eusebius in his 
Chronicle refers the arrival of Peter in the city of 
Rome to the second year of Claudius, which opinion is 
followed by Baronius, Petavius, and very many others." 

This is the evidence upon which all that is said in 
the ancients (Lactantius excepted) rests, with regard to 
the presence of Peter the Apostle at the city of Rome. 
Eusebius says (1) that the coming of Simon Magus to 
that city led Peter thither, and (2) that the Gospel 
according to St. Mark had its origin in the preaching of 
the Apostle in Rome. Justin is referred to by Eusebius 
aj3 his authority for saying that Simon Magus betook 
himself to that .city: and it will be shewn hereafter 
that Justin's statement is founded in error. 

And as to the origin of the Gospel of St. Mark being 
Eusebuw and traced *° *^ e presence and preaching of Peter 
STSe^ at Home, it should be remembered, that 
w g£^i I wm S St. Matthew's Gospel is generally admitted 
to have been the first written of the four 
Gospels, and to have beeii followed in some respects by 
St, Mark. And of this latter, Irenaeus says that it was 
written after the departure from Rome of the Apostles 

c Valesiufl, Annotations Etueb. Eccles. Hist., lib. it c 16. 
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Paul and Peter d . And as St. Paul at this time had 
certainly not been at Rome, the Gospel according to 
St. Mark could not. at this time haye been written. 
The occasion, therefore, and consequence of St. Peter 
being at Rome, which form part of the history delivered 
by Eusebius, cannot be maintained consistently with 
the above statement. 

The narrative of Eusebius (who seems to have taken 
as his authorities Justin, Irenaeus, Clement of Alex- 
andria, and Papias) represents Peter as immediately 
(irapairoha?) following Simon Magus to Borne, and then 
and there at once (irapa'xprjfta) putting down the man 
and his power. The several parts of tins narrative form 
one consistent whole, tfhich, has been received, and in- 
corporated in the history of the Churoh, as the ground 
of that belief which connects the name of the Apostle 
Peter with the city of Borne. 

Glancing briefly at what Eusebius says again, we ob- 
serve the chief features of his statement to be a brief view 

, # of Eusebius* 

these : that Simon the Magician finding him- statement, 
self baffled in the presence of Peter, and in the country 
of Judaea generally, where the apostolic power was too 
prevalent for the emissaries of evil to resist its autho- 
rity, and being excommunicated by Peter, fled to Rome, 

d Mer& 8& tV roinw %\oZov y Mdpicos 6 fxaBijr^s K<d tp/XTptirriis Tlirpov, 
tca!i atnbs rh xnrh U4rpov tcripwraS/xtva iyypdtpoos iffuv icapc£41>wK*. — Lib. iii. 
c. 1. Irenceus had said that Matthew delivered a writing of the Gospel 
among the Hebrews in their own dialect, while Peter and Paul were 
preaching the Gospel in Borne and founding the Church, rov Uitpov koX 
rov TlavXov iv 'P^/aij *bayyt\i£ofi4v<»v, #col 0*ixtKiovvra>v tV iKK\fjaiat% 
when he immediately adds the above words, "after the departure of 
these, Mark the disciple and interpreter of Peter, he also having written, 
delivered to us the things published by Peter/' 
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the chief seat of that power of which Simon was the 
agent, — ovpcupofihnj? avrq> rh fjueyaXa rfjs ifeSpowrri? 
ivravBa Swdfteas. (Euseb., Kb. ii. c. 14.) For a time 
the arts put in practice succeeded, and the power exhi- 
bited led to an acknowledgment that it was more than 
human, in the dedication of an image to Simon. Peter 
was then immediately by the divine power transferred 
to Rome. It appears therefore from this passage, 
(which is quoted at full length in pp. 2, 3,) that the 
presence of Peter at Borne is connected with that of 
Simon Magus in the same city. 

The same view has been accepted and repeated by 
jeromewrote subsequent writers. Jerome (preface, p. 31, 

A.D.m to Biblia Sacra, vulg. edit., Francofurti, 
1826) thus speaks of Peter the Apostle : " Simon Peter, 
brother of Andrew, and chief of the apostles, after hav- 
ing been Bishop of the Church of Antioch, and after 
preaching to those dispersed, who of the circumcision 
had believed, in Pontus, &c, proceeds to Rome in the 
second year of Claudius, to contend with Simon 
Magus." 

sophronius Sophronius gives the same account, (Mill's 
*rote *.i,39o. ^^ of Greek Test ^ p 705) :—" Simon 

Peter, Apostle, son of Jona, of the province of Galilee, 
of the town of Bethsaida, brother of Andrew, Apostle, 
and chief of the Apostles, after being Bishop of the 
Church of Antioch, and preaching to the dispersed, 
and to those who of the circumcision had believed in 
Pontus, &c, in the second year of Claudius proceeds to 
Rome to contend with Simon Magus, where for twenty- 
five years he held the seat of episcopacy until the last 
year (i.e. the fourteenth) of Nero." 
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In Mill, p. 239, there is a preface to the Gospel ac- 
cording to St. John, of Theodore of MopSU- Theodore 

estia, who lived at the end of the fourth ™ teA - D - 894 - 
century. Part of this preface is, 17 fih> yhp Slfjwvo? 
7rp6<f>aai<; tov ficucdpiov H&rpov t^p hrl 'Pa>fiv)V 6Sbv iroirj^ 
eaadai Trapecr/cevaQv, "the occasion of Simon Magus 
prepared the way of the blessed Peter to the city 
of Rome." 

In a note of Valesius to the 15th chapter of the 2nd 
book of Eusebius, on what that historian says, from 
Justin, of Simon Magus at Rome, it appears that Baro- 
nius considers what is said of Simon Magus being at 
Borne essential to the proof of the Apostle haying also 
been in that city. But Baronius makes strange addi- 
tions to the history given by Eusebius, and arbitrarily 
so alters dates as to give to the whole the character of 
fiction, which seems to belong to it. The defeat of the 
person and power of Simon according to the history of 
Eusebius, took place immediately on the arrival of St. 
Peter at Borne. Baronius, however, in order to bring in 
St. Paul as a witness to the triumph of St. Peter, places 
this event late in the reign of Nero ; and adds some 
circumstances which take the whole subject at once out 
of history, and place it among lying wonders ; iv repaau 
yJrevSotk. (2 Thess. ii. 9.) 

These authorities are produced merely in proof of the 
prevailing impression among early Church historians, 
that the story of Simon Magus betaking himself to 
Rome, is required to account for the presence of St. 
Peter in that city. If, however, there be no foundation 
for believing that Simon Magus ever came to Rome, 
the idea of St. Peter's having been there cannot be sup- 
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ported; if the evidence aUedged fail, the conclusion 
must be against the fact for which it is alledged. 

Now Justin, as will be seen by looking back to the 
extracts given in pp. 1, 2, is the only authority cited 
by Eusebius to prove that Simon Magus ever came 
to Borne. And the whole ground upon which Justin 
founds his argument for Simon having visited that city 
is, the existence of a statue at Rome, with a certain 
inscription on it, "Simoni deo sancto." This he men- 
tions in his Apology to the Emperor Antoninus on 
behalf of the Christians. Eusebius does indeed tell 
us that Irenaeus agrees with Justin ; but it seems to be 
only with respect to Simon being the leader of all 
heresy, and not to anything which he says about Simon 
having been at Borne. We have no evidence on this 
point from Irenaeus, nor does any appear to have been 
contained in those writings of his which are lost. 

The testimony of Justin therefore stands alone, and 
unsupported, resting on the existence of a statue and 
its inscription, already described. What is the value 
of this testimony ? Valesius, a Roman Catholic writer, 
shall furnish the answer. 

This able commentator oa Eusebius, with a learning 

Valerius an< * c & n( lour peculiar to himself, gives a clear 
to e be 8 deceived explanation of the whole circumstance : — 
Mages' com" "Learned men," he says, "have now for 
some time observed that Justin had erred 
through want of skill in the Latin language, who 
thought a statue placed ( Semoni sanco' was dedicated 
to Simon Magus, deceived by the resemblance of names. 
Certainly that statue which Justin had seen in the island 
of the Tiber, was not long since digged. up, with the 
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inscription I have mentioned, ' Semoni Sanco Deo 
Fidio/ Sancus was a god among the Sabines who 
presided over compacts and covenants, and was called 
so, 'a sanciendo/ 'from sanctioning/ whence also he 
was called 'Dens fidius/ 'a fide/ f from faith/ for the 
Romans also were accustomed to swear by him. Certain 
Samaritans deceived Justin, persuading him that that 
statue was set up to Simon Magus. As if the Romans 
would have consecrated or deified a magician and pree- 
stigiator whilst he was alive, or as if they would have 
called him a 'god/ with the addition of the epithet 
'holy'.'" 

There seems to be no other foundation than this 
imaginary one given by Justin:, for supposing that 
Simon Magus was himself ever at Rome. Eusebius 
calls in Justin (see page -1) as evidence of what is said 
about Simon; "Justin, who lived not long after the 
Apostles, shews this in the Apology to Antonine." But 
Justin's evidence failing entirely, as I have shewn, 
the whole ancient tradition of St. Peter having gotoe to 
Rome in the time of Claudius, and all the ancient evi- 
dence of the Apostle having ever been at Rome, falls 
to the ground. 

I will now proceed to test still further the accuracy 
of this statement of Eusebius as to the time The Acts of 

. . the Apostles 

when St. Peter came to Rome, bv comparing examined, as 

' J r ° to the support 

his account with the history contained in 2?W£ii5 
the Acts of the Apostles. For I think it EuseWu8 - 
may be shewn from those sacred records, that Peter 

• Annotationes Eu§eb., lib. ii. c. 14, " Jamdudum," &c. 



12 PETER THE APOSTLE NEVER AT ROME 

could not have been absent from the East at the time 
stated! viz. the second year of Claudius. 

The flight of Simon Magus from the East took place 
immediately after the event recorded in Acts viii., 
avruca 6 BrfKcodeh yorj? — anf dvaroXcov iirl Svcr/Aa? 
$/cero favycop, he fled from Peter to Rome ov prjv efc 
fUL/cpbv avrcp raxrra irpovxfopei, "things did not there 
long progress with him." Following his footsteps 
(irapdTroSas), the Apostle was conducted to the scene 
where the arch-agent of evil had for a time successfully 
practised his arts. And the arrival of Peter at Borne 
is represented to have been in the second year of the 
reign of Claudius, according to Eusebius, Jerome, and 
Sophronius, which corresponds with a.d. 42. 

If ow the conversion of St. Paul happened, according 
to Pearson f , a.d. 35 ; and it was previous to this that 
Simon Magus was rejected by St. Peter from the Chris- 
tian body. It was at least seven years after this that 
Peter is said to have gone to Rome to extinguish Simon 
and his evil practices. Now this interval cannot be 
reconciled with the expressions contained in the narra- 
tive of Eusebius, and some explanation is required to 
make the two accounts consistent with each other. 

Nor, again, does the sacred narrative contained in 
the Acts of the Apostles allow us to suppose that Peter 
could have been absent from the East in the interval of 
time, between the rejection of Simon, and the begin- 
ning of the reign of Claudius. After three years from 
the conversion of St. Paul, a.d. 38, he came to Jerusalem 
to visit Peter &, who with John had returned thither 

f Annales Paulini, Pearson's Minor Works, vol. i. p. 372. Ox- 
ford, 1844. * Gal. L 18. 
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from confirming the disciples who had been baptized 
by Philip, and from preaching in many of the cities of 
the Samaritans* Peter could not therefore at this time 
have left the East. 

After the departure of Paul from Jerusalem, Peter 
went over Judaea, Galilee, and Samaria h . Peter bap- 
tized Cornelius a.d. 40, and returning to Jerusalem 
declared to the Church in that city the baptism of the 
Gentiles *. a.d. 44 Peter was imprisoned. When it is 
said*, " Peter departed into another place, ,, this was to 
escape from Herod, who " sought for him and found him 
not." Pearson in his "Annals" says, that when Mark left 
Paul and Barnabas k to return to Jerusalem, it was to 
join Peter there, who now, after the death of Herod, 
had come forth from his concealment: "forte enim 
audiverat jam non tantum Herodem mortuum fuisse, 
sed Petrum e latebris prodiisse, et Hierosolymis libere 
versatum esse 1 ." This occurred a.d. 45, and in the 
fifth year of the reign of Claudius. It is impossible 
therefore that within this period Peter could have 
gone to Rome. 

When, after Peter's deliverance from prison, it is said 
that "he departed into another place m ," Roman Ca- 
tholic writers would make it appear that Peter then 
went to Rome, and, contrary to history", they place this 
event in the first year of Claudius, which is a.d. 41, in 
order to bring " Sacred History" into some conformity 

h Acts ix. 31, 32. * Acts xi. J Acts xii. 17. k Acts xiii. 13. 

1 Annales Paulini, Pearson's Minor Works, vol. i. p. 377. 

» Acts xii. 17. 

■ " Sed hoc primo, statnitur, contra fidem Historic Judaica (Jon. xix. 
4, 5), secnndo, contra fidem Histories Sacra." — Pearson, Annates 
Paulini, p. 375. 
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with the " Ecclesiastical History" of Eusebius, which is, 
as it seems, the only plan open to them of doing so. 

But when it is said, that Peter ". departed into an- 
other place," this was for the purpose of concealing 
himself from Herod, who sought for him but could not 
find him. Peter could scarcely have gone to Rome for 
this purpose, and exhibited himself there in open oppo- 
sition to Simon Magus, who had then acquired great 
notoriety: Besides, according to the ecclesiastical ac- 
count, Mark went with Peter to Rome. But a.d. 44* 
the fourth year of Claudius, Mark had joined himself to 
Barnabas and Saul. The sacred history shews that 
Mark could not then have been with Peter when " he 
departed into another place," and, as Romanists say, 
went to Rome. This could not therefore have been the 
time of the departure of Peter to Rome according to 
ecclesiastical history ; but it is part of that history that 
Peter continued at Rome exercising the office of bishop, 
from the second year of Claudius to the end of Nero's 
government. 

When Peter set forth for Rome, according to the 
ecclesiastical account , he must have been Bishop of 
Antioch. But he could not have been Bishop of An- 
tioch when the disciples at that city determined to 
send relief to the brethren which dwelt in Judaea, which 
also they did, and sent it by the hands of Barnabas and 
Saul p . Peter was then dwelling in Judaea. In the 
account given by Jerome, and copied, as it appears, 
from him by Sophronius, where we are told that Peter 
held at Rome the sacerdotal chair from the second of 

See the authority of Jerome and Sophronius, p. 8. 
p Acts xi. 29, 30. 
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Claudius until the last year of Nero's reign, it is im- 
plied that he continued to reside at Borne during the 
whole of that time. This must be considered to be the 
meaning of the words, " Post episcopatum Antiochensis 
EcclesiaB secundo Claudii anno ad expugnandum Simo- 
nem Magum Romam pergit, ibique viginti quinque 
annis cathedram sacerdotalem tenuit, usque ad ultimum 
annum Neronis :" " After having been Bishop of the 
Church of Antioch, he goes to Borne in the second 
year of Claudius, to drive out Simon Magus, and there 
for five-and-twenty years he occupied the sacerdotal 
chair, even to the last year of Nero *." 

In the ninth year of Claudius, a.d. 49, the council 
was held at Jerusalem, at which Peter, as usual, was 
the chief shaker, and the year following Paul resisted 
Peter at Antioch r . At this time, therefore, Peter could 
not have been at Borne. 

Up to this point it has been shewn (1) that the cir- 
cumstance on which early ecclesiastical historians rely, 
and point to as the reason: which brought Peter to 
Borne, the presence of Simon Magus there, has no 
foundation in fact; and (2) that the inspired record of 

« Biblia Sacra, Vulg. Edit., pref., p. 31. (Francofurti.) 
r " Hoc tempore (a.d. 50) reprehensionem illam factam esse inde in- 
telligo, quia Paulas indicat se fuisse Antiochi© tunc cum Petrus illuc 
venit. Petrus autem non adiit Antiochiam ullo tempore quo in ea urbe 
Paulus fuit ante Concilium Hierosolymitanum. Et pr®terea dissensus 
inter Paulum et Barnabam, qui Petro familiarissimus erat, hinc ortum 
traxisse videtur." — Pearson, Annal. Paulin., p. 380. " At this time I 
understand that matter of blame to have been brought forward, because 
Paul indicates that he was then at Antioch, when Peter came there. 
But Peter did not go to Antioch at any time during which Paul was in 
that city before the Council of Jerusalem. And besides, the dissension 
between Paul and Barnabas, who was most intimate with Peter, seems 
to have taken its rise from hence." 
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the movements of the Apostles, contained in the Acts, 
goes to prove that Peter and Mark could not have been 
at Borne at the date fixed upon by Eusebius and others, 
viz. the second year of Claudius. 

Is there any other book of the New Testament which 
The First Epi- affords grounds for supposing that Peter was 

stle of 8t» Pe™ , 

ter examined ever at Rome ? His First Epistle is thought 

in reference to * ° 

this question, to do so. I will examine into the value of 
the evidence it contains. It is given in the following 
passage, atnrdZerai vjias fj iv BafivXcovi awe/cXetcri) : 
which is thus commonly translated, " The Church that 
is at Babylon, elected together with you, saluteth you 8 ." 
There are two assumptions made in this rendering 
of the Greek words for which there is no authority : 
1st, i/CKkrjala is supposed to be understood by the word 
17 ; and 2ndly, in awe/cke/crr), the particle aw is sup- 
posed to refer to those whom the Apostle is addressing. 
The word ' Church* is not in the original, and avve/e- 
Xc/cttj cannot be construed with ' Church/ if that word 
be supplied. . 

It is admitted by Mill as a matter beyond doubt, 
that the Church of the Babylonians is not to be under- 
stood 1 . But if the Church were meant, since no pre- 
vious mention had been made of the word, the Apostle 
would certainly have said i/ackqaia iv BafivXcovt. The 
title of ' elected/ or ' elected together with/ iK\eicrrj 9 
or <rvv€/c\€icTr}, is never, in the holy writings, attri- 
buted to the Church. The word i/c/ckrjala, 'Church/ 

• 1 Peter v. 13. 

* " Certe nihil hoc loco de ecclesiA Babyloniorum." — Mill, New Test., 
Oxford, 1707, p. 718. 
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in itself expresses the meaning of being ' elected/ and 
of ' election/ and it would therefore be absurd to apply 
io 'Church* the epithet of 'elected/ or 'elected toge- 
ther with.' The translation of the passage is, 'She 
who is elected together saluteth you/ and it resembles 
the salutation of St. John's Second Epistle, cunrat^ral 
ere ret ritcva T179 o8e\^9 <rov rrJ9 'EtcXetcrffc** 

" Whether/' says Mill, (referring to this salutation,) 
"17 iv Bafivk&vt, owetcXetcTrj be the wife of Peter/' 
elected together with him, "or some wealthy and il- 
lustrious Christian lady among the Babylonians, who 
exercised hospitality towards the Apostle, certainly 
there is nothing in this place about the Church of the 
Babylonians T ." 

The First Epistle of Peter was, according to Mill, 
written a.d. 61, and the Revelation of St. John the Di- 
vine a.d. 96, in which latter Book Rome is, for the first 
time, spoken of under the name of Babylon, and mys- 
tically so, " obscuris vera involvens." In the time of 
Peter, Rome was not known as Babylon, and to sup- 
pose that a mystical name was used for the date of a 
letter seems, to say the least, an absurdity. The suppo- 
sition appears to have been taken up by Papias, a writer 
of very small authority in the Church, .who applied to 
the simple date of the Epistle a mystical interpretation 
derived from the Book of Revelation written thirty-five 
years afterwards. It cannot be allowed, therefore, that 
the Epistles of St. Peter contain any reference to the 
residence of that Apostle in Rome. 

Nor do I think we can gain any help from the his- 
• 2 St. John 13. * Mill, New Test., p. 718. 

C 
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i 

tory or Epistles of St. Paul in establishing this truth. 
An examination of them, to which I shall now apply 
myself, will only confirm the impression that Peter 
never was at Rome. 

The sacred history of the Acts of the Apostles, and 
The Epistles his Epistles, give St. Paul an intimate con- 

of St. Paul ex- . . 

amined in re- nection with Rome, and a knowledge of what 

ference to this ' ° 

question. j 8 pagging there, through his intercourse with 
Roman Christians, and his residence in that city. In 
the twelfth year of Claudius, a.d. 52, Paul being at 
Corinth, finds Aquila and Priscilla lately come from. 
Rome, in consequence of the edict of Claudius, command- 
ing all Jews to depart from that city*. Through, 
these persons, Paul would become intimately acquainted 
with the affairs of the Christians there, and if an Apostle 
had been there, he could not fail to have heard of it. 

From the First Epistle to the Corinthians *, Peter ap- 
pears to have been at Corinth in the interval between 
Paul quitting that city and his writing the Epistle. 
Pearson places the time of St. Peter's coming to Co- 
rinth a.d. 55, and says that a.d. 57 the Epistles to 
the Corinthians, and also that to the Romans, were 
written y. As this was in the third year of Nero, the 
edict of Claudius was no longer in force, and the Chris- 
tians had returned to Rome. It is not possible to sup- 
pose that Peter could have been at Rome at the time 
the Epistle to the Romans was written. No Apostle 
could have visited the city at the time St. Paul wrote 
to them, " I long to see you, that I may impart unto 
you some spiritual gift, to the end ye may be esta- 

* Acts xviii. 2. * 1 Cor. i. 12. 

7 Ann. Paulin., pp. 385, 386. 
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blished l ;" and again, " yea, bo have I strived to preach 
the Gospel, not where Christ was named, lest I should 
build upon another man's foundation: but as it is 
written, To whom He was not spoken of, they shall 
see : and they that have not heard shall understand »." 

This is surely a declaration that in what the Apostle 
teaches in his Epistle to the Romans, (an Epistle con- 
taining the most complete explanation of the Gospel,) 
he did not build upon the labours of others, which 
is equivalent to saying that no Apostle had as yet 
been to Rome. This Epistle was written a.d. 57, in 
the third of Nero, and seventeen years from the com- 
mencement of the reign of Claudius, during all which 
time it appears, from St. Paul's Epistles, that Peter 
could not have been in Rome. The salutations at the 
end of the Epistles are numerous, especially in that to 
the Romans. And this shews us how intimately ac- 
quainted that Apostle was with the members of the 
Church in Rome. Yet we do not find the slightest 
mention, or even the most faint and distant allusion to 
the person of Peter, or to any act of his. 

When St. Paul had arrived a prisoner at Rome, and 
had called the chief of the Jews together b , "they said 
unto him, We neither received letters out of Judaea con- 
cerning thee, neither any of the brethren that came 
shewed or spake any harm of thee. But we desire to 
hear of thee what thou thinkest : for as concerning this 
sect, we know that every where it is spoken against." 
The Jews were quite willing to hear about ' the sect/ 
and had already no certain information respecting it. 

1 Bom. i. 11. • Ibid. xv. 20, 21. 

b Acts xxviii. 17, 21. 
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Can it be supposed that Peter had ever been amongst 
them, and (according to the account Eusebius gives us 
from Fapias and Clement of Alexandria) that he bad 
preached with such effect, that Mark complied with 
their earnQst desire to have a written account of what 
they had heard P 

The Epistles written by St. Paul from Rome during 
his first imprisonment are those to the Philippians, to 
the Colossians, to the Ephesians, and to Philemon, 
There is not the slightest trace in any one of these, that 
Peter had ever been in that city, although the eccle- 
siastical historians already quoted would persuade us 
that the Apostle Peter was at that very time Bishop 
of Rome. 

The Second Epistle to Timothy was written during 
St. Paul's second imprisonment at Borne, and just be* 
fore his martyrdom : for " I am," he says, " ready to 
be offered, and the time of my departure is at hand c ;" 
and again, " the Lord will deliver me," not from prison, 
but " from every evil work, and will save me unto His 
own heavenly kingdom," — ek rffv ftaaikelav avrov rfjp 
hrovpaviav. At this time, according to the usual eccle- 
siastical account, Peter was his companion; but this 
Epistle proves the direct contrary, — "only Luke in 
with me a ." 

The sacred books of the New Testament, as we have 
seen, bring down the history of St. Paul to the period 
immediately preceding his martyrdom, which happened, 
fes there is every reason to believe, in the last year of 
Nero, or a.d. 68. And not only do these Holy Scrip r 
tures afford no evidence of the presence of the Apostle 

e 2 Tim. iv. 6. d 2 Tim. iv. 11. 
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Peter at Rome, but they seem to bear positive testimony 
to the contrary. 

Bishop Pearson and Lardner (whose treatises touch 
upon the point under discussion, and have p^^ 
been generally acquiesced in by English .JSSSu* 
writers and readers) yield to the general to*R^e, w «- 
tradition that the Apostle Peter was at some 
time or other in Rome. At the same time they admit 
that it is impossible that he could have been there 
before the time of St. Paul's departure from Rome after 
his first imprisonment. 

Lardner does not agree with Pearson as to the date 
of the Second Epistle to Timothy. Pearson says that it 
was written by St. Paul shortly before his martyrdom. 
Lardner supposes that it was written at an earlier date. 
The passage, therefore, towards the close of that Epi- 
stle, " Only Luke is with me/' cannot be alledged against 
Lardner, as it certainly may be against Pearson ; be- 
cause, on his own supposition as to its date, it carries 
evidence within it that Peter was not then at Rome, 
and did not suffer martyrdom with St. Paul. 

And yet Pearson asserts that Peter suffered martyr- 
dom with St. Paul, whilst the authority on pearsonsays 
which he professes to rely does not furnish fo^ et !Lrty£ 

i ,m i ai_ n * t a. • dom at Rome. 

clear evidence to the fact. Let us examine 
this point. 

In the concluding sentence of Bishop Pearson's 
" Annals of Paul," he writes, " S. Paulus (cum Petro) 
ultimo Neronis anno martyrium fecit. Factum autem 
id est sub Praefectis in urbe, ut testatur Clemens Ro- 
manus, absente scilicet Nerone:" "St. Paul (with 
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Peter) in the last year of Nero, suffered martyrdom. 
This took place, as Clement of Rome testifies, under 
praefects in the city, in the absence, that is, of Nero 6 ." 
. Pearson, as we have seen, quotes Clement as his 
Quotes cie- authority. And the position of Clement as 
J^ 01 J5E Bishop of Rome, and the fact of his writing 
rity * a.d. 69, in the year following the martyrdom 

of St. Paul, in the name of the Church of Rome f , to 
the Church at Corinth *, renders his Epistle a document 

• Minor Works, vol. i. p. 396. 

1 The title of the Epistle is ^ iiac\ri<rla rod Stou ^ xapoucovca 'Ptvtirjv, 
rjj 4KK\r}alq. rod OeoS rp icapoiKovay K6pty0ov: "The Church of God 
sojourning at Borne, to the Church of God sojourning at Corinth." Cle- 
ment therefore was the ' persona ecclesise,' ' the representative of the 
Church/ 6 rootarm rS>v &.fe\<pcov, 'who presided over the brethren/ Ac- 
cording to Justin he was " president of the Church." For the name of 
Bishop had not yet been given to this particular office. Tobs abrobs 
iicaXodv irork *pcfff}trr4povs Ka\ iwtfficfaovs' robs «al vvv kcl\ov(x4vovs irt- 
o , k6ttovs, i.ro<rr6\ovs &v6fia(ov. Tod & yj>6vov trpot6mos rb ftXv ttjs &wo- 
aroXrjs tvofxa rots iXriBus faroor6\ots Kar4\iwov rfyv 9k rrjs frununri}* 
Tporryoptay rots xd\ai KaXovfiivots h*oor6\ois Mdeaav. (Theodoret, 
quoted in Mill on 1 Tim. iii. 1.) " They used formerly to call the same 
persons both presbyters and bishops, and those now called Bishops they 
used to call Apostles. But in the course of time they left the title of 
Apostleship to those who were truly Apostles, and applied the title of 
Episcopacy to those anciently called Apostles." 

* There appears to have been (as Mill has observed, Prolegomena, 
p. 17,) a peculiar connexion between the Churches of Borne and of 
Corinth. Paul first came to Corinth a.d. 53, and a.d. 57 he wrote the 
First Epistle to the Corinthians from Ephesus, and in the same year the 
Second Epistle from Macedonia; and not long afterwards he wrote from 
Corinth his Epistle to the Romans. The same Apostle, aj>. 62, wrote 
from Borne his Epistle to the Philippians, in which (ch. iv. 3,) mention 
is made of Clement. According to the best computation, the Epistle of 
Clement was written from Borne in the name of the Church in that 
city, a.d. 69, to the Church at Corinth. St. Paul suffered martyrdom 
a.d. 68, in the last year of Nero, when the city was under the govern- 
ment of two prefects. Clement wrote before the destruction of Jeru- 
salem, which took place a.d. 70, for the Temple is spoken of in his 
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of great importance : and whatever evidence it is found 
to contain will help materially to determine such ques- 
tions of fact as it relates to. The whole passage from 
the Epistle, on which Pearson relies for the testimony 
he speaks of, and where the two Apostles Paul and 
Peter are mentioned together, is as follows : — *A\\* iva 
r&v apxaUov inroSeiyfiaTcov iravaafieOa e\0(Ofjt,€v errl tovs 
eyyiara yevofievovs affkrjTdr Xdficofiev rfjs yeveas r/fuov 
ra yewala vTroSeiyfiara, k. t. X. : " But let us cease 
from ancient examples ; let us come to those fighting 
the good fight of the faith, (tov? a&KrjTa?,) let us take 
the genuine examples of our own generation. Through 
zeal and envy, these greatest and most just pillars have 
been persecuted, and came unto death. Let us place 
before our eyes the good Apostles. Peter through un- 
just zeal underwent not one, nor two, but many labours, 
and having suffered martyrdom went to the place of 
the glory, which was due unto him. Through zeal 
also Paul sustained the trial of patience, having seven 
times borne bonds, having been driven away as a fugi- 
tive, having been stoned, being a preacher (/w?pu£, or 
evangelist, 1 Cor. i. 17,) in the East, and also in the 
West, he received the genuine glory of his faith, 
having taught righteousness over the whole world, and 
having come to the bound of the West, he suffered 
martyrdom under the governors, (jiapTvptf<ra<: hrl r&v 

Epistle as then standing. Moreover, the persecution which he describes 
as having lately happened agrees exactly with the account given by 
Tacitus of the persecution under Nero. Such internal evidence gives 
great authenticity to the Epistle, and assists in fixing its date a.d. 69. 
This and the generally authoritative character of the Epistle induced 
the early Church to admit it into the Canon, and allow it to be read 
publicly in the Church. 
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rryov/jbhap,) and was thus released from the world, and 
went to the holy place, being the greatest example of 
jwttienceV 

The place and time of the martyrdom of St. Paul are 
expressly mentioned in the words 6 fiaprvpifoas iirl 
t&v riy ov/i&p&p*, 'having been a witness to the truth 
(or a martyr) under the governors/ 

All that is here said of the Apostle Peter is con- 
what ae- tained in the fact of his martyrdom, which is 
inthe p'assage stated in general terms, without reference to 
qu time or place. Whatever is said of St. Paul 

must be limited strictly to that Apostle, and can only 
have a negative reference to Peter. The expression 
KTjpv^ yev6/jL€V09 ev re rfj avardky, teal iv rfj Svcret,, € having* 
been a preacher in the East, and also in the West/ haa 
this force, applying, as it does, to St. Paul, who was 
not only a preacher in the East, as St. Peter was, but 
in the West also, which St. Peter was not. Of St. Paul 
alone it is said that he came "to the bound of the 
West," that is, to Home, from whence the Epistle 
was written. And with a view of shewing where the 
Apostle's labours in that direction terminated, it is 
added, that "having taught righteousness over the 
whole world, he suffered martyrdom under the gover- 
nors, and was thus released from the world." 

Pearson in his treatise De Success. Prim., fyc.*, shews 
Pearson's that he understands Clement to speak in this 

manner of deal- . A 

ing with cie- passage exclusively of the martyrdom of St. 
dence. Paul, in the words /jutprvfyqaas hrl t&v 77701/- 

b Clement, Episfc., Sec. 5, p. 24. Oxford Ed., 1847. 
1 See the annexed Dissertation. 
J Minor Works, vol. ii. p. 362. 
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fUv&v, ' suffered martyrdom under the governors/ With 
a sagacity and knowledge peculiar to himself, he there 
points out that the words of dement are in fact a 
record of the martyrdom of St. Paul at Some, a.d. 68, 
and help us to fix the time of this event in the last year 
of Nero, when the city, in his absence, was under the 
authority of two praefects. And yet he adds to the narra- 
tive of St. Paul's martyrdom the words ' cum Petro V 
'with Peter/ making it appear as if at the same time 
and place Peter also died a martyr with St. Paul, con- 
trary to the plain meaning and to the literal construc- 
tion of the words, and the spirit of the whole extract 
given from Clement, p. 23. But compare it with the 
following, where Pearson is writing as an opponent of 
Salmasius : — " Fateor Paulum Bomam venisse. Fateor 
eum Romse sub Nerone passum esse, et neque urbem 
neque imperatorem exprimere voluit Clemens. *Enrl 
Tjyov/juevcov autem cum dixit de passione Pauli, praefectos 
sine dubio intellexit, ut de martyribus loqui solebant 
veteres 1 . Tales erant Romae ultimo Neronis anno duo 
praefecti pr«torio m ." And in the following passage 
Pearson admits that Clement does not mention the place 
in which Peter suffered : — " Neque meminit loci in quo 
passus est Petrus n ." These observations of his clearly 
shew that Pearson understood Clement's words to refer 
only and exclusively to St. Paul. 

k Annales Paulin., Minor Works, p. 396. 

1 The custom here referred to, ' loqui solebant veteres,' 'as the ancients 
were used to speak/ may be traced to the authority of St. Paul, (1 Tim. 
vi. 13). The reader's attention is directed to the Dissertation, where this 
matter is fully treated of, and the Apostolic authority of the symbol or 
Creed of the Church is also pointed out. 

■ Minor Works, vol. ii. p. 362. » Ibid.; vol. H. p. 361. 
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Clement, the writer of the Epistle, was not insensible 
How cie- to the fame, and the celebrity, to /ekeos, at- 

ment speaks of A 

the two a P o- tending the enlarged sphere of the Aposto- 
andW. a i£ ca i labours of St. Paul. If St. Peter had 
likewise oome to the bound of the West, and had 
taught throughout the world in the West, as well as in 
the East, would Clement have withheld from him the 
tribute which he bestows to the fame and renown of 
St. Paid, when he says to yevvcuov ttjs irlcrre&s avrov 
kXAos eXafiev, 'he received the genuine glory of his 
faith ?' It is evident that, at the time the Epistle of 
Clement was written, Peter was unknown to the Church 
gfJEtojpe. 

If Clement, himself at that time Bishop of Rome, 
The neces- were supposed to be the successor of St. 

sary inference 

to be drawn Peter, it is impossible that such a distinction 

from his Ian- * * 

guage. could be drawn by him between the two 

Apostles. If St. Peter had been Bishop of Rome, he 
also, and not St. Paul alone, would have come to the 
bound of the West ; he also would have been a teacher 
of righteousness in the West as well as in the East, 
the contrary of which is the necessary inference from 
the language of the Epistle. 

And Pearson, whilst admitting that the force of 
Clement's historical testimony is not in favour of Peter 
having suffered, or ever having been at Rome, has yet 
gone against it, in the passage quoted, p. 21. 

I proceed now to examine the position which Lardner 
takes up in this question, for, as I have remarked al- 
ready, his authority and judgment, so far as they go, 
are against me. 



A HISTORICAL FACT. *7 

Lardner dates the Second Epistle of St. Paxil to Ti- 
mothy earlier than Pearson and other learned Larfnersup- 
men do. He considers that it was written i£S raffled 
soon after the arrival of that Apostle at 
Rome, which is described Acts xxviii., and there- 
fore he regards it as no evidence that St. Peter was 
not at Rome at the time of St. Paul's martyrdom. The 
matter is thus stated by Lardner : — " The entire silence 
concerning him (Peter) throughout this Epistle affords 
good reason to think he was not then at Rome. For 
at chap. iv. 21, Paul sends salutations from Eubulus, 
Pudens, Linus, and Claudia. If Peter had been then 
at Rome, he would have been mentioned likewise. We 
do justly argue from St Paul's omitting Peter among 
his salutations sent to divers of the Roman Christians, 
chap, xvi., that Peter was not then in that city. It is 
also rightly argued from the silence concerning Peter 
in the Epistles to the Ephesians, Philippians, Colossians, 
and Philemon, that Peter was not at Rome when t^iey 
were writ. To which ought to be added this Second 
Epistle to Timotkie, as further confirming the same 
thing, if written about the same time. But then, if it 
was written in the year 61, as I suppose, it will not 
afford any argument against Peter's being at Rome in 
64 or 65, and then suffering martyrdom there. About 
which there ought not to be any doubt. That Peter 
suffered martyrdom at Rome is said by the same writers 
that speak of the martyrdom of Paul there. The mar- 
tyrdom of both the Apostles have a like degree of 
credibility. For neither is Paul's martyrdom at Rome 
founded upon the testimonie of any sacred book of the 
New Testament. If this Second Epistle to Timothie 
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was writ at the time here argued for, we have no proof 
from Scripture that Paul was a second time at Rome. 
Nevertheless he must have been there a second time if 
he suffered martyrdom there, as ecclesiastical history 
says, consequently the martyrdom of Paul at Rome has 
no other nor better evidence than the martyrdom of 
Peter in the same city ." 

Lardner was of opinion, therefore, that to those who 

How the se- cons idered the Second Epistle of Timothy to 

ffirtiij%£ fcaro texm written shortly before the mar- 

teSSnation^f tyrdom of St. Paul, and near the end of his 

this question. «•• -n t t% • t 

second imprisonment at Rome, the Epistle 
mmt afford an argument against Peter's being at Rome 
at that time, and then suffering martyrdom there. 
Now Pearson does consider that the Second Epistle to 
Timothy was written at this later date, shortly before 
St. Paul's martyrdom. Pearson's own admission of the 
time when the Epistle was written, should therefore 
have been argument with him (so Lardner thinks, and 
so I maintain) that Peter was not then at Rome, and 
had not been there, and did not suffer martyrdom at 
Rome with St. PauL 
But the assertion of Lardner, that " the martyrdom 

Lardner , B of Paul at Rome has no other nor better 
she^to'be evidence than the martyrdom of Peter in 

corr this city," is clearly contradicted by the 

evidence already brought forward from Clement p. And 
when it is said by Lardner, "That Peter suffered 
martyrdom at Rome, is said by the same writers 
that speak of the martyrdom of Paul there," Clement 

• ° Lardner, History of the Apostles and Evangelists, vol. ii. p. 280. 
^ > See page 23. 
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must be excepted. For Clement, as I have shewn, 
(who wrote shortly after the time, and from the place 
of St. Paul's martyrdom,) does speak of it, but not of 
the martyrdom of St. Peter there. And since Clement 
is, for the reason just given, of all the writers who 
have mentioned the martyrdom of St. Paul, the only 
competent and trustworthy witness of the fact, his tes- 
timony, which is against St. Peter having suffere4 
martyrdom at the same time and place, must in 
this case also be allowed to be of equal value and au- 
thority. 

As Pearson does not include Clement of Borne among 
those authorities on which he depends in his formal 
proof for " proving that St. Peter had been at Borne V' 
we may imagine that he does not consider the Epistle 
of Clement to furnish any evidence on this point. 

Lardner, on the contrary, does consider that Clement 
affords substantial testimony that Peter suf- He finds evi- 

deuce in Cle- 

fered with Paul at Borne. But I think it cent's Epistle 

that Peter mif- 

will appear that the words of Clement, on fered in Rome, 
which Lardner relies, will not bear the interpretation 
he has put upon them. 

Lardner's words are, " It seems to me that Clement 
says Peter and Paul suffered martyrdom at Borne. Fo? 
speaking of the 'great multitude of the elect, who had 
been an excellent example of patience among them/ 
meaning the Romans, he says ' they were joined to, or 
with, the good Apostles before mentioned. Therefore the 
Apostles had suffered in the same place. . • . Upon the 
whole I cannot but think that these passages of Clement 

* De Success. Primor. Minor Works, vol. ii. p. 329. 
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bear a testimonie to the martyrdoms both of Peter and 
Paul, and that at Rome, which cannot be evaded*." 
The passage from Clement on which these observa- 
ThepMMpe tions are founded is as follows: — Tovtois 

on which he 

wiles. ro i9 avBpdaiv oala? Trdkvrevaafiivois qwr)- 

dpolaOrj iroXif wkfjdos itcketcrayp, oirwes 7ro\Xa? aucla? 
Kal fiaaavovs But £fjkov iradovres v7r6Bevyfia koXXuttov 
eyivovTo iv f)pXv % . In these words Clement sums up 
a list of persons who have suffered from hatred, begin- 
ning with Abel, Jacob, Moses, and David, and ending 
with the two Apostles Peter and Paul. After David is 
mentioned, the following passage occurs: — *A\\* Xva 
r&v apyavtov inroBeiyjidTcov 7ravad>ji€0a, eXdcofiev eirl 
rob? eyytara yevofievov? affkrjrdr XdficofAev t^9 yei/ea* 
fllt&v ra yewaia inroBeuyfjiaTa t : " But that we may cease 
from the ancient examples, let us come to those strug- 
gling nearest to us, let us take the genuine examples 
of our own family V' or race, our own people, i.e. of 
us Christians. 

Lardner contends that by the words tovtois toU 
avBpdaiv bakes iroKirevaapivoi^ ' to these men having 
lived or conversed holily/ are to be understood only 
the Apostles Peter and Paul, and that in the word 
owrjdpotaBt), 'has been collected together/ or 'joined 
with/ the particle aw has reference to the Apostles 
only, and not to the ancient examples. In the sentence 
xnroBevyfia scdXTaarov ir/evovro iv rjfuv, 'were an ex* 
cellent example among us,' Lardner understands the 
words iv r/filv to mean the Romans, or the Christians in 

r Lardner, Supplement, voL Hi. pp. 197, 199. ■ Clement, 

Epist., e. vi. ' Ibid., c. v. 

■ xo2 tV ytvtav fin&y, 'and of our kindred.' Gen. xliii. 7. 
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Rome alone, for whom, or among whom, Clement 
writes. 

In answer to which, it is to be observed, that in the 
words tovtoas rofc avSpdcnp octmb? itoTuto^ L^dn^s 
ca/iivois, all those that have been spoken of SoSfof^pSZ 
must be included, and they must compre- " ageeo 
hend the examples of ancient times, r&v apyaUdv iriro* 
SevyjjLaTcw. It is not thus that the writer would speak 
of the Apostles, whom he had distinguished as " the 
greatest and most just pillars," oi ftey carrot teal Stfccuo- 
tutoi otvXoi, and of St. Paul especially, /a&ytoros faro- 
ypafi/jLo?, 'a greatest example/ "Those men having 
lived holily, (to whom have been joined together a 
great number of elect,) were Abel, and Jacob, and 
Joseph, and Moses, &c, who had suffered, or been 
persecuted, and were thus examples of patience. To 
these have been joined together a great number of 
elect, i.e. of Christians." The word e*\e*Ta>j/ without 
the article is used by way of distinction. Those whom 
Clement had previously spoken of were not "elect," 
not Christians. The two Apostles are not to be classed 
among them who are described as "those who have 
lived holily." But Lardner says that the passage 
tovtois rot? avhpaeriv ocrtW iroXirevcafiivoi,? means the 
Apostles only, and that to them were added a great 
multitude who suffered iv rjjuv, ' among us/ i.e. at 
Rome. And he thus states his conclusion: — "From 
these passages I think it may be justly concluded that 
Peter and Paul were martyrs in the time of Nero's 
persecution. For they suffered among the Romans 
where Clement was Bishop, and in whose name he was 
writing to the Corinthians. They were martyrs, when 
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many others were an example or pattern of like patience 
among them," (thus he understands the words ev rjficv). 
"To these Apostles/' (thus rendering the words tovtoi? 
roh avS., k.t.X.) "says Clement, was joined a great mul- 
titude of choice ones or elect, that is, Christians z ." 

But it is evident that the words Totsrot? tois, k.t.X., 
refer to all those previously mentioned. To all those 
therefore ovvrjOpolaOrj must be referred, and the trans- 
lated passage will be rendered thus: — "together with 
them, has been joined a great multitude of elect, who 
having suffered many indignities and tortures, were 
among us (eV f^uv) a most excellent example/ 1 Cle- 
ment does not say that they suffered among us, but 
having so suffered were a bright example among us, 
i.e. all Christians, Corinthians as well as Romans. If 
the whole passage be looked at, it will be seen that 
Lardner's interpretation of it cannot stand, and there- 
fore the argument derived from his interpretation of 
it has nothing in it. 

Moreover, the sentence in Clement's Epistle which 
follows that we have been considering, begins, hih. $7X09 
ZwyxB&rai, yvvauces, ' through zeal or envy women have 
been persecuted/ shewing that the words rovrot? roU 
apSpdaiv, in contrast to which women are now spoken 
of, mean all the men of whom he had hitherto spoken, 
and not the Apostles only, as Lardner would have us 
suppose. 

The host of the other early writers produced by 
The other Lardner, and alledged as authorities in fa- 

writers whom 

he quotes aii your of St. Peter having been at Home, all 

rely upon Eu- *-' 

sebius. re iy U p on t jj e or igi na l testimony detailed by 

x Lardner, Supplement, vol. in. p. 191. 
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Eusebius, (which I have already examined,) about St. 
Peter's going to Rome in the reign of Claudius to 
oppose Simon Magus. I have pointed out the reason 
why no dependence can be placed upon this portion 
of Eusebius' history; and in trusting to it, Lardner, 
and his numerous historical authorities, have been led 
into error. 

But it is needless for me to shew how little worthy 

Of trust is Eusebius, and those Who have fol- Lardner dis- 
credits his own 

lowed him, on this point of early Church witnesses. 
history, for, strange to say, Lardner deliberately ex- 
presses his disbelief in their statements. The words in 
which he overthrows all the previous evidence which 
he had brought forward on this subject, are these : — 
" However, it seems to me very probable that St. Peter 
did not come to Borne before the year of Christ 63 or 
64, nor till after St. Paul's departure thence, at the end 
of his two years' imprisonment in that city. The books 
of the New Testament afford a very plausible and pro- 
bable, if not a certain argument for itV And again :— 
" For the time of Peter's coming to Rome, no ancient 
writer is now more regarded by learned moderns than 
Lactantius, or whoever is the author of the book of the 
deaths of the persecutors, who says that Peter came 
thither in the time of Nero. Insomuch that Pagi 
assents to this account ; and has shewn it to be alto- 
gether improbable, that St. Peter came thither in the 
time of Claudius. He likewise observes some diffi- 
culties which they are liable to, who suppose that he 
first came to Borne in the reign of Claudius, and after- 
wards in the reign of Nero. But though Peter did 
* Lardner, Supplement, vol. iii. p. 167. 
D 
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not come to Rome before the reign of Nero, which 
began in the year of Christ 54, we cannot say exactly 
the time when he came thither, as is also acknow- 
ledged by the same excellent chronologer z ." 

Lactantius therefore, it appears, is the only one of 
A a v the ancient writers who dissents from the 

And relies on 

of e LactoStiSs generally received history; and Lardner 
™Si W D° follows him, and thus abandons all his for- 
mer testimonies. So that the only evidence 
on which Lardner really rests for the maintenance of 
his opinion that the Apostle Peter ever was at Rome, 
is the mere arbitrary and groundless assertion of a 
writer in the fourth century, and his own misinterpre- 
tation of the words of Clement of Rome. 

The result at which Bishop Pearson arrived from his 
Pearson's enquiries, and which he states in his work 

idea that Peter . 

and Paul were entitled "Of the Succession of the First 

the first Bi- 

ahopsofRome. Bishops of Rome," was, that the two Apo- 
stles Peter and Paul were the first Bishops, and not 
Peter alone, but that the Apostles together firstly occu- 
pied the episcopal seat : — "Ita Graeci, Irenseus, Eusebius, 
Epiphanius originem successions ab utroque Apostolo 
deducunt"." And again: — "Verum est igitur quod 
diximus, veteres Graecos patres Petrum et Paulum pro 
Episcopis Ecclesise Romanse habuisse b :" "it is true 
therefore which we said, that the ancient Greek Fathers 
held Peter and Paul for Bishops [together] of the 
Roman Church." 
. But the records of early history do not support 

' * Lardner, Supplement, p. 167. * Minor Works, vol. ii. p. 324. 
b Ibid., vol. ii. p. 325. 
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Pearson's view. Eusebius c says of Irenaeus, " He hav- 
ing placed (irapadifievosi) in the 3rd book Ea8ebilMand 

atBUj 

ppo] 

ide 



of his work against heresies, the succession ^^tids * 



of Bishops at Home, writes thus, ' The blessed 
Apostles having founded and built up the Church, com- 
mitted the ministry of the Episcopacy to Linus 

Anencletus succeeds him ; after this, in the third place 
from the Apostles, Clement is ordained, (fckrjpovTcu). 
This Clement, Euarestus succeeds, and Alex- 
ander Euarestus ; and afterwards, thus sixth from the 
Apostles, Xystus is established ; after this Telesphorus, 
who also gloriously suffered martyrdom. Afterwards 
Hyginus; then Pius, after whom Anicetus; Spter hav- 
ing succeeded Anicetus, now, in the twelfth place, 
Eleutherus holds the order of the Episcopacy from the 
Apostles/ " 

The Apostles are not reckoned here among the 
Bishops. Eusebius, in the 3rd book, has a ^^ d0 not 
short chapter (the 2nd) of which the title is, IpStaiiiiC 
" Who first presided over the Church of the op8 ' 
Romans." And what is said upon this subject, is 
this, T179 8& 'PaojiauDV eKKkqaias fieri, rqv Havkov /cat 
Herpov fiaprvpCav, irpSnos /ekrjpovrcu rrjv iiricricoTrr)V 
Alvos; "After the martyrdom of Paul and Peter, 
Linus was first ordained to the Episcopacy of the 
Church of the Romans." Neither Irenaeus nor Eusebius 
speaks of the Apostles as Bishops. Eusebius does not 
say that Linus was ordained by the Apostles, though 
Irenaeus certainly does ; but in the catalogue of Irenaeus, 
Linus holds the first place. How completely the Apo- 
stles are excluded, and the theory of Bishop Pearson 
• Lib. v. cc. 5, 6. 
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negatived, will appear from the catalogue presented in 
one view, without the intermediate observations : — 

Linus. TTfKoros, (Eusebius, lib. iii. c. 2). 

Anencletus. 

Clement, (in the third place from the Apostles.— 



Euare8tus. 

Alexander. 

Xystus, (sixth from the Apostles. — Irenaus). 

Telesphorus. 

Hyginus. 

Pius. 

Anicetus. 

Soter. 

Eleutherus, (in the twelfth place from the Apo- 
stles. — Iren<eus) . 
Pearson thus claims the authority of Irenseus: — "Sic 
PearBoa'* IrenaBus dicit Hyginum Bomae nonum locum 
Hyg&Mw £>££ episcopatus per successionem ab apostolis ha- 
p ' buisse d :" "Thus Irenseus says that Hygi- 
nus held the ninth place of the episcopacy through 
succession from the Apostles/' 

Pearson proceeds thus with respect to Eusebius: — 
"Sic Eusebius, (lib. iii. c. 21,) iv rovrtp Se 'PwfiaUov 
elaerc K\rjfM^ fffdro, rplrov Koi ainbs hrexpw T&V TjJSe 
fiera IlavKov re ical Tlerpov einaicoTrevaavT&v fia0/*bp : 
" Thus Eusebius : Clement now governed the Romans, 
holding the third step of those having been Bishops in 
this place since the time of Paul and Peter." The 
construction of the rwv TJjSe iirccrKOTrevcrdpTcov does not 

d Minor Works, vol. ii. p. 324 
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admit of the sense that the Apostles were themselves 
Bishops. And a sentence immediately follows the above 
words brought forward by Pearson from Eusebius, 
which is directly contradictory to the purpose for which 
it is cited. 

The place of Irenaeus to which Pearson refers, when 
he says that " Hyginus was ninth Bishop," An error in 
is in book iii. chap. 4, where (as is observed »»*"• 
by Yalesius in his annotations on the 11th chapter 
of the 4th book of Eusebius) " the ancient translator 
seems to have read oySoos. Which reading agrees more 
with Irenaeus, as is evident from the 3rd chapter of the 
same Book, where Irenaeus, enumerating the Roman 
Pontiffs, reckons Hyginus eighth from the Apostles, 
This error, however, is very ancient ; (the error, that is* 
of Hyginus being reckoned the ninth ;) ' hie tamen 
error antiquissimus est/ For in the 1st book of Ire- ' 
naeus, c. 28, evaros, € ninth/ is written." 

In the 4th chapter (immediately following the 3rd) 
occur the words vytvov, 8* ty evaros iirleicoiros : 
"Hyginus who was ninth Bishop;" and the ancient 
translation is, " Hygino, qui fuit octavus episcopus." 
Yalesius supposes that the reading in the Greek 
from which the translation was made was 07800$, 
1 eighth/ Pearson, however, as his theory re- Pearson 

. . J adopts that 

quired, observes, " TJbi minus recte interpres, error, 
et hie sub Hygino qui fuit octavus episcopus e :" " where 
the translator less correctly, r under Hyginus who was 
eighth bishop :' " thus implying that the error was 
on the part of the translation, whereas, in the judg- 
ment of Valesius, as shewn above, the error lay in con- 

• Minor Works, toL ii. p. 491. 
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sidering Hyginus to have been ninth, in succession, 
from the Apostles. 

When, therefore, Pearson says that the Greeks, viz. 
Irenaeus, Eusebius, and Epiphanius, reckoned the two 
Apostles as filling together the office of first Bishop of 
Borne, (from whence to deduce the succession,) this is 
clearly contrary to the fact with respect to Irenaeus 
and Eusebius ; since they uniformly adhere to the cata- 
logue given by the former, (book iii. ch. 3,) in which 
Iinus is reckoned first Bishop, and Hyginus eighth. 
I will now consider the value of the evidence which 
Pearson Pearson supposes Epiphanius has furnished 
niusf (rate on this point. The passage from this writer, 
proving the referred to by Pearson, is the following: : — 

twoApostleato ^ » ^ * * 

^BLnTs oP* Vyt p0V ^TTia-KOTTOV TOV eVClTOV /ckfjpOV WyOVTO? 

Bome * euro ttjs t&v irepl 'Idrcwfiov teal JJerpov ical 
IlavXov airoorokav &a&>x*)9 f : "Hyginus, Bishop in 
the ninth place from the succession of the Apostles 
James, Peter, and Paul." 

All that Epiphanius can possibly mean by these 
wnatEpi- words is, "after the time and order of the 
phaniusmeans. Apostles/' taking James and Peter and 
Paul, oi ioKovvres crrvXoi, l who seemed to be pillars/ 
to represent the Apostles generally. He could not 
consider James and Peter and Paul as being in the 
place of the first Bishop of Rome. And what Epipha- 
nius meant here, it is more than probable Eusebius and 
Irenaeus also mean, when the latter says that Peter and 
Paul, having founded and built up the Church, or- 
dained Linus to the Episcopacy. Irenaeus must speak 
here of the Church generally, not of the Church of 

me; for assuredly from the sacred records, neither 
f Minor Works, vol. ii. p. 491. 
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Peter nor Paul were founders of "the Church irapoi- 
tcovaT}? ev 'Pcit/iy, sojourning in Rome/" from which 
Clement wrote the Epistle to the Corinthians. 

Pearson answers some observations of Valesius upon 
Peter and Paul being considered together HowVa ie- 
the first Bishop of Rome «. Valesius in what SETSC 
he says on this subject is annotating on Euse- p **' 
bius, book iii. ch. 21, upon the words fierd, TIavkov re 
teal IHrpov, ' after Paul apd Peter/ with regard to the 
Church of Rome. He is anxious to explain first, why- 
precedence should be given to Paul in the mention of 
the Apostles. And he then observes that it would be 
ridiculous in any one to suppose from this, that Paul 
as well as Peter was Bishop of Rome. He then pro- 
ceeds to compare what Eusebius says here, with the 
passage of Epiphanius, which I have just considered, 
wherein he says that Hyginus was ninth Bishop after 
James, Peter and Paul : — " Truly Irenaeus, as our Eu- 
sebius, says Peter and Paul the Apostles did found the 
Roman Church, but by no means reckon them in the 
order of Bishops. In the same sense Epiphanius says 
that Hyginus after James, and Peter and Paul, Apo- 
stles, held the ninth place of Episcopal succession. If 
any one from this place should contend that James was 
Bishop of the city of Rome together with Peter, ' una 
cum Petro/ he would be esteemed truly ridiculous h ." 

It will have been observed that Irenaeus, when writ- 
ing of the succession of the Bishops of Rome Pearson's ar- 
from the Apostles Peter and Paul, does not from irenams, 

x # Eusebius, and 

reckon them among the Bishops. And Bh ^g h ^ iU8 iL 
when, as Valesius observes, Epiphanius sroundiess. 
* Minor Works, voL ii. p. 325. h Vales. Annot., bk. iii. oh. 21. 
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speaks in the same sense that Hyginus held the ninth 
place of episcopal succession after James and the Apo- 
stles Peter and Paul, as it cannot be supposed that 
James (who was Bishop of Jerusalem) is to be understood 
as having been Bishop of Borne with Peter and Paul, 
neither may we conclude from it that Jam$s ever was 
in Rome. So, in like manner, the expression found in 
Irenaeus, pera TIavkov ical IHrpov, is no proof that 
Peter ever was in Borne. Epiphanius shews us how 
Irenaeus is to be understood. As the general idea of 
the Apostolical succession is expressed by Epiphanius, 
in the words "from James, and Peter and Paul," so 
do Irenaeus and Eusebius express the same idea in 
the words "from Paul and Peter;" and neither of 
them trace it up to St. Peter alone. 

Pearson considers * that Hegesippus was the first to 
Pearson mis- draw U P a table of succession of Bishops in 
^££0? the Church of Rome. Pearson's words are, 



(wrote a. d/ "For thus he speaks of himself, apud 
Euseb., lib. iv. c. 22, yevS/ievos Si iv 'Pcbpg, 
faaSoxyv erroifjadfjtfrjv /^'%/w 'Avurfrov" Which words 
Pearson thus translates : " Romse vero cum essem, suc- 
cessipnem composui usque ad Anicetum:" that is, he 
translates hiaZoyjqv erroir}crdfiT)v, " I composed a succes- 
sion." The words, as it is evident, will bear no such 
meaning, and in fact have no sense. Aw&oyyv there- 
fore has been changed into Siarplfirjp, and the trans- 
lation then given correctly by Valesius, "se Rom® 
mansisse usque ad pontificatum AnicetR" In Euse- 
bius, bk. iv. c. 11, the sojourn of Hegesippus at Rome 
is mentioned again, that " he remained there until the 
. l Minor Works* vol. ii. p. 319. . I Valesius, Annot, p. 78. 
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time of Eleutherus :" irapafielvai re avroOi fii^pc rrjs 
hna-KOTTYis ikevOepov. These words naturally led to the 
emendation of htarplfi-qv for StaBoxyv in the passage 
bk. iv. c. 22. 

Pearson's object in referring to Hegesippus as the 
author of a table of succession drawn up ^ Vi 

* The object 

at Rome is, of course, to establish more £f e rT to th£ 
firmly the view taken by him, of deriving author# 
the succession from the two Apostles according to the 
construction, which he contends for, of the table of 
Irenseus. And Pearson proceeds upon the authority of 
his incorrect translation to frame a theory that Hege- 
sippus was the first author of such tables of succession : — 
" Hujusmodi episcoporum successionis in apostolicis ec- 
clesiis tabularum, aut ego fallor, aut Hegesippus primus, 
vel inter primos auctor vel editor fuit k :" " I am much 
deceived, or Hegesippus was the first author or publisher, 
or among the first, of such tables of succession of Bishops 
in Churches of the Apostles," Here " successionis ta- 
bularum," " tables of succession," are spoken of, but S«a- 
Soxfiv never stands alone for " a table of succession." 

Another of the authorities referred to by Pearson in 
support of his position, " St. Peter proved Pearson 

... quotes Diony- 

to have been at Rome 1 ," is Dionysius of snisofcorintn, 

' J (wrote a.d. 

Corinth. The evidence given from Dionysius 17 °)* 
is concerning St. Peter and St. Paul :— Kal yap afufxo, 
Kal els rrjv Tjfier&pav Kopivdov <f>vT€v<ravT€$ 17/ua? ofiocdx; 
i&lSagav, 6/jlouo<; Sk Kal ek rfjv 'IraXlav ofioae hiha%dvT€$ 
ifiaprufyqaav Kara rbv avrov teaipov : " For both having 
at our Corinth planted, in like manner taught us ; — in 
the same manner also having taught together in Italy, 
k Minor Works, vol ii. p. 319. 1 Ibid* vol. ii. p. 331. 
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they suffered martyrdom at the same time/ 1 In this 
passage it will be observed that Dionysius attributes to 
Peter as well as to Paul the planting of the Church at 
Corinth, and so expressly contradicts the Apostle St. 
Paul himself, (1 Cor. iii. 6,) iya> tyvrevaa, 4( I planted." 
And from that same verse, where Apollos only is men- 
tioned as contributing to promote the labours of the 
Apostle by " watering," it may justly be concluded that 
as St. Peter had certainly not "planted" at Corinth, 
The value of ne fther bad he taught there. If Dionysius, 
Mb authority. on ^ ev i(i eilce wn icb he has given about 

his own Church, contradicts so clearly the testimony of 
Holy Scripture, he cannot be trusted in anything which 
he says about the Church in Italy. 

Now the chief argument on which Pearson rests his 

Kesuitofthe P roo ^ s of the presence of Peter at any time in 

vZZSSS^ the <% of Roni* is drawn from the idea 

thorities. that gt p eter an( j st p aul exerciged fogg. 

ther the office of Bishop in that city m . It has been 
shewn that there is no ground for such a supposition. 
Therefore Pearson has failed to prove his point. 

But whilst I have the recorded judgment of Lardner 

Bishop Bull's aj3L ^ P earson against the historical position 

va?uT t rf 0f the' which I maintain in this treatise, Bishop 

sebiuTtnd oi Bull, though he says but little on this 

question, makes admissions which greatly 

strengthen my argument. 

m The Latin Fathers derive the origin of the episcopal succession 
from the ordination of Peter alone. They do not make any mention of 
Paul in this case. "Most of the Latins also consider Clement to have 
been the first Bishop after the Apostle Peter." — Pearson, de successions, 
p. 326,/rom Jerome, 
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In his " Vindication of the Church of England in a 
Letter to the Countess of Newborough," there are two 
passages, which refer both to the account given by 
Eusebius and to the testimony of Clement of Rome, 
and bear directly on the point under consideration, that 
is, whether Peter the Apostle was ever at Eome. Both 
passages are very remarkable and important. 

The first is as follows : — " All this while the city of 
Rome lay in darkness ; till at length, in the reign of Clau- 
dius, as Eusebius relates it, St. Peter came to Rome, (and 
certainly then he came, if ever,) and brought the light 
of the heavenly doctrine from the East, into the "West- 
ern parts of the world n ." This is the other passage : — 
" Hence St. Clement, Bishop of Rome in the Apostolic 
age, speaking of the labours of St. Peter and St. Paul, 
briefly touches on the former, but dwells in the praises 
of the latter, {not so much as mentioning St. Peter's com- 
ing to Eome). i St. Paul/ saith he, ' having been seven 
times cast into bonds, scourged, and stoned, obtained 
the reward of his patience, and having preached the 
Gospel in the East and the West, became famous for his 
faith, instructing the world in righteousness ; and com- 
ing into the bounds of the West, suffered martyrdom 
under the emperors, and so departed this life, and went 
into the holy place, being made an example of the 
highest patience.' Much use may be made of this 
testimony by the wise and learned; but my present 
purpose in alleging these words of St. Clement, (a con- 
temporary and fellow-labourer of St. Paul, to whom he 
had a nearer relation than to St. Peter,) is to verify St. 
Paul's words, that he was more abundant in his endea- 
■ Bidl's Works, vol ii. p. 193, Oxford, 1827. 
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yours of propagating the Gospel than any other of the 
Apostles, St. Peter himself not excepted °." 

It was not the purpose of Bishop Bull at this time to 

The im rt- exam ^ ne the testimony of Clement on the 
JTbV^s P ^ of St - Peter's coining to Rome ; but he 
judgment. evidently considers that the words do afford 
positive testimony that St. Peter never was at Borne. 
Such appears to be the force of his words, "much use 
may be made of this testimony by the wise and learned," 
i.e. the testimony which Clement affords of Peter never 
having been at Borne ; when (taking into consideration 
the place where Clement's letter was written, and the 
character and position of the writer,) " speaking of the 
labours of St. Peter and St. Paul/' says Bishop Bull, 
"he briefly touches on the former, but dwells in the 
praises of the latter, not so much as mentioning St. 
Peter's coming to Rome." The only direct evidence of 
this fact, he considers, is put forward in the history of 
Eusebius, where he relates Peter's visiting Borne in the 
reign of Claudius, (see p. 3,) " and," says Bull, " certainly 
then he came, if ever." It has been shewn in the pre- 
vious pages that he did not come then, and the alter- 
native of Bishop Bull must be accepted, that he never 
did come. 

"No one who has considered the subject, and allows 

ah great au- that Peter was at some time in Rome, will 

thoriues are _ . _ i • 1 • i • # 

against st. Pe- admit that he came thither in the reign of 

ter'g being in # ° 

rei me f n ciau- Claudius. Lardner, Pearson, and the great 
diuB * chronologist Pagi, all agree that Peter could 

not have been at Rome at that time, and so they unite 
in discrediting the testimony of Eusebius and Clement 
• Bull's Works, vol. ii. p. 194. 
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of Alexandria on this point. And after weighing all 
the other historical evidence relating to the matter in 
question, the conclusion of Bishop Bull seems to me to 
be inevitable, viz. that if he did not come then, he 
never came to Borne at any time. 

I shall close this part of the discussion with the fol- 
lowing extract from Barrow: — "The time Barrow 
which old tradition assigneth of Peter's going °* uoted - 
to Rome is rejected by divers learned men even of the 
Bomish party p." 

Therefore, since the ancient tradition of the journey 
of the Apostle Peter to Borne in the reign summing up 

. of the hifitori- 

of Claudius is untrustworthy, as I have oai argument. 
shewn, and very generally rejected ; and since the same 
Apostle's going to Borne at any subsequent time rests 
on no foundation in sacred and ecclesiastical history, as 
I have also pointed out in the foregoing pages ; the 
conclusion of Bishop Bull, as it seems to me, must be 
assented to, and the testimony accepted which he con- 
siders must be drawn from the silence of Clement of 
Borne, that the Apostle Peter never was in that city. 

The nature of the precedency of St. Peter wit^ respect 

to the other Apostles is exactly expressed Eusebius' ac- 
count of the 
by Eusebius, (lib. ii. c. 14) : top tcaprepbv teal personal cha- 

fieyap r<Sv awooroTuov, ihv dperrjs evexa t&v Peter - 

XoLiroiv airdvrwv Trporp/opov IHrpov : — " Peter, the firm 

and great of .the Apostles, on account of his strength of 

character and natural endowments {aperr]*; heica) the 

speaker (irpoijyopov) of all the others." Instances need 

not be pointed out through the whole sacred history, of 

p Barrow's Works, vol. v. p. 139, Oxford, 1818. 
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this place (as their speaker) being yielded to St. Peter 
by the other Apostles. The words here used by Eusebius 
shew exactly what that character of St. Peter was, from 

it accounts which arose his ascendancy over the other 
nra^a^onprt Apostles, — that such ascendancy was a place 
(of being their speaker, Trpo^yopop, on ac- 
count of his distinguished natural qualities, aperijs 
epe/ca,) yielded to him by his brethren, not a position 
giyen to him by our Lord. This disposition, of Peter 
putting himself forward before the other disciples, was 
checked by our Lord in the following instances, — 
" thou of little faith, wherefore didst thou doubt P" 
and, " This night, before the cock crow, thou shalt deny 
me thrice ;" when upon these two occasions Peter 
put himself forward before the other Apostles. Other 
instances will occur of our Lord depressing Peter in- 
stead of giving him authority over his brethren. 

All the cases, with scarcely any exception, of St. 
Peter taking the lead of the other Apostles may be 
resolved up into the character here given him by 

st. Peter's Eusebius, and the position allowed him in 

position yield- n ,_ , x , m 

ed to him by consequence of that character — tov, aperm 

his brethren, u / / 

™ ther than evetca, t&v Xonrlov airavrcov irporjyopov, " on 
our Lord. account of virtue" (or natural endowments) 
" the speaker of all the other Apostles ;" shewing at 
once the limit of his authority, and the source from 
which it was derived, and yielded to him by his bre- 
thren, and not given to him by our Lord. Throughout 
the whole history, both of the Gospels and the Acts, 
the operation of this principle will be observed, that 
the character in which this Apostle appears is that of 
speaker of the rest of the Apostles. In the first chapter 
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of the Acts, when the place was to be supplied left 
vacant by the traitor Judas, on the day of Pentecost, 
after the descent of the Holy Spirit, and they "all 
spake with tongues as the Spirit gave them utterance," 
" Peter stood up in the midst of the disciples, and 
said/' (Acts i. 15.) In Acts ii. 14, " Peter standing up 
with the eleven," appears exactly in his proper posi- 
tion, as described by Eusebius, t&v Xoitt&v diroarToXcov 
irporiyopov 9 " speaker of all the other Apostles." And 
in Acts v. 29, airo/cpiOels ik 6 IHrpos, /cal ol airoarokoi 
eiirov, " Peter answered and the Apostles said ;" (i. e. 
he alone spake, but in the name of all the Apostles ;) 
what he said was in their name, " the Apostles spake," 
(ol aTToarokoi ehrov.) 

In what manner St. Peter came to be considered as 
the Bishop of Rome may be understood from Chry- 
sostom : — iv yap Kal tovto irXeovifCTrjfia 7tj$ gt a^™. 

^/A€T€/M15 7TO\€G>5, TO T&V aTTO(TTOK*)V KOpV- Sony^this 

<j>cuov \a(3elv iv apyjh SiSda/caXov . . . aXka 
. . . ovtc eh T€\o? Karexpfiev, aX\A Trape^coprjaa/JLev tq 
{SaaiktSi 'Pcofiy « : " This also was one prerogative of 
our city (Antioch), to have received in the beginning 
the chief of the Apostles for our teacher. For it was 
fit that the place which was first honoured with the 
name of Christians should have the chief of the Apostles 
for its pastor . . . but we did not keep to the end, but 
yielded him to the imperial city — Rome," (aXXa irape- 
X&priaaiiev ry fiaaiklSi 'Pcofiy). 

St. Peter was in many respects the chief of the Apo- 
stles, as called by Chrysostom, — t&v airocrroXayv Kopv- 
<f)alov . . . o\\' ovk ek reXos Karkyppsv : " but we did not 
keep him to the end, but yielded him to the royal city." 
q From Lardner's Supplement, vol. Hi. p. 174. 
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And this is agreeable to the general tradition as ex- 
pressed by Jerome, that St. Peter was firstly Bishop of 
Antioch, and afterwards Bishop of Borne. Though, ac- 
cording to the tradition upon which Jerome rested for 
this opinion, St. Peter had been at Borne before the 
event took place which in Scripture connects that Apo- 
stle with the city of Antioch. And perhaps we may 
find in Ghrysostom as much authority for one tradition, 
that St. Peter had been Bishop of Antioch, as for the 
other, that he was Bishop of Borne. And the same 
reason as this latter tradition is given for placing the 
Reason for Epistle to the Romans the first in order, viz. 

the position . , 

which the Epi- because it was sent to the royal city, — nvh 

man onm(t U tQ ie8 ^ 4 > & a ' i ' P 0™ KCL ^ T V V TTOklV Tlfl&VT€S, CO? rfjs 

Epistles. olfcovfUvrjs irpo/caOrjjihnjv jcal T179 fiaatXelas, 
tA aiCfjiTTpa KaT&xpvaav, irpcoTqv erafjav ttjv 7rpbs tovtovs 
rypoQeiaav iircarroX^v 1 : u Some say that the Epistle to 
the Romans was placed first in order, honouring the 
city, which is the first seat of the world, and holding 
the sceptre of royalty." As the Epistle written to the 
Romans was placed first in order to honour the city 
which is the capital of the world, so, in the language 
of Ghrysostom, was the leader (/copvtfxuos) of the Apo- 
stles yielded to that city. 

Whilst there is not throughout the Sacred History 
the slightest connexion or the most distant reference 

st. Paul com- with respect to the Apostle Peter and the 

manded by our . n ■*■% 1 /» 1 a i ■ ■ * 

Lord to bear city of Rome, the whole of the Sacred His- 

witness of Him 

in Rome. tory shews St. Paul in constant reference to 
it. He was a Roman citizen ; he meets with Aquila 
and Priscilla freshly arrived at Corinth from Rome ; he 

r From Theodoret, in Mill's preface to the Epistle to the Romans, 
p. 414; d. Mil], N. T. 
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hears from them the state and whole preceding history 
of Christianity there ; he deliberately forms and declares 
his intention of seeing Some ; on his second arrival at 
Corinth, he writes to the Romans, fixing the time of 
his visit to them, and the long list of his salutations at 
the end of his Epistle shews the intimate knowledge the 
Apostle had of the disciples in that city ; and, lastly, he 
receives directly from our Lord express commission, 
that as he had borne witness of Him at Jerusalem, he 
was to bear witness also of Him at Borne : — <&? Siefiap- 
rvpco ret 7T€pl ifiov ek * IepovcraXrjp ovrta ae Bel real etV 
^PdofjL^pfuipTvprjacu. (Actsxxiii.il.) St. Paul, therefore, 
is the Apostle of the Lord, sent by Him to bear witness 
of Him at Rome ; or, as our Lord did bear witness to 
the truth under Pontius Pilate, or did suffer as a wit* 
ness to the truth under that Governor, (/jLapTvpyaavros 
Ari Ilovriov JJiKdrov, 1 Tim. vi. 13,) so was St. Paul by 
our Lord's appointment sent to bear witness in the same 
manner at Borne, (ae Bel efc 'P&jjwip fiaprvpijaac) : and 
that he did fulfil our Lord's direction, and follow His 
steps, the whole Church of Rome hath left its testimony 
in the Epistle written by St. Clement in the name of 
that Church to the Church of Corinth, that the Apo- 
stle Paul having " come to the bound of the "West, did 
there, in the city of Rome, suffer as a witness to the 
truth, under the Governors that were then in that 
city :" — Bi/auoavvrjv 8t£di*a<; oXov rov tcoajiov, /ecu iirl to 
repfia rfJ9 Bvaeoas i\0d>v, ical frnpTuptfaas iirl r&v 17701/- 
fxevmvy ovrcos dirTJWdyr) rov icoafiov KaX eh rov aytov 

T07T01A €irop€V0f) 8 . 

As it appeared from Chrysostom that the personal 
* S. Clenjentis ad Corinthios v. 
E 
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qualities of St. Peter alone allied him to the city of 

Rome, and might have led to the general opinion 

entertained ; it is shewn also by Irenseus in what man* 

How Rome ner Rome came gradually to be considered 

became the 

chief city of as the head of the Catholic Church: — '<Ad 

the Catholic 

church. hanc enim ecclesiam propter potentiorem 
principalitatem necesse est omnem con venire ecclesiam,. 
(hoc est, eos qui sunt undique fideles) in qu&, semper 
ab his qui sunt undique, conservata est ea quae ab 
Apostolis traditioV "To this* Church, on account of 
more powerful principality, [propter potentiorem princi- 
palitatem,) it is necessary that the whole Church (i.e. 
the faithful from every part) should come together ; in 
which (Church) that tradition which is from the Apo-» 
sties is always preserved by those who are from every 
part ;" i.e. the tradition from the Apostles is preserved 
in that Church by the faithful from every part of the 
world being obliged, from their worldly affairs, to meet 
in that city, the seat of government, {propter poten* 
tiorem principalitatem). Thus it was that the Church 
of Rome became the depositary of the Catholic tra- 
dition, and the centre of the whole Church. This 
necessity took place therefore from the character of the 
city, and not from authority given by any Apostle. 
The Christians from all parts of the world assem- 
bled at the city of Rome propter potentiorem princi- 
palitatem, on account of the supreme government in 
that city, where appeals were heard from all parts of 
the world. From the conference among those Chris- 
tians that would then take place, universal tradition 
would most effectually be preserved in that Church, 

* Lib. ii. c. 3. 
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which Church (in that city which was the capital 
of the world) would thus become the centre, or the 
metropolis, of the whole Christian Church, The tra- 
dition from the Apostles is (says Irenaeus) preserved in 
that Church by the faithful, who, on account of the 
more powerful civil government, were obliged, from all 
parts of the world, to meet together at that Church — 
the tradition was preserved by them, ab his fidelibm 
qui sunt undique. The purity of the faith was pre- 
served in that Church, not from any inherent authority 
in it, but by the faithful who came from every part, 
and gave this character to the Church, and contributed 
by such universal concurrence to keep up the Catholic 
faith. St. Paul is an instance of one manner in which 
the faithful were drawn to that city propter poten- 
tiorem principalitatem. 

The grounds on which the foregoing argument rests 

opg . A short and 

"^ concluding 

1st. That the only direct evidence on SengSiaL 
which the early Fathers believed that the Apostle Peter 
had been at Borne, was that of which Papias appears to 
have been the author, and is derived by Eusebius from Cle- 
ment of Alexandria, viz. that the Apostle went to Rome 
in the second year of Claudius to contend with Simon 
Magus, and that the Gospel according to St. Mark was 
then written from the preaching of St. Peter. All the tes- 
timony of antiquity re*sts solely on this foundation until 
the time of Lactantius, who, in a passing observation, 
considered that Peter did not come to Borne till the 
reign of Nero ; and Lactantius, who lived in the fourth 
century, can be no independent witness of such a fact. 
If the whole story related by Eusebius in the 13th, 
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14th, and 15th chapters of the 2nd Book is shewn, and 
universally allowed, to be groundless, the testimony of 
§11 the ancients who depend on that evidence must be 
altogether yoid. And this ia the testimony adduced by 
Lardner, when at the same time he denies the ground 
upon which that testimony rests. Barrow observes in 
his treatise Of the Pope's Supremacy, " The time which 
old tradition assigneth of his (Peter) going to Home is 
rejected by divers learned men even of the Roman 
party," (p. 139). Barrow refers to a note of Valesius, 
(on Euseb. lib. ii. c. 16,) in which note it appears that 
Baronius and Petavius, and many others, still adhere to 
the historical account given by Eusebius, that St. Peter 
went to Borne in the second year of Claudius. If this 
tradition be shewn to be utterly groundless, all the 
authority derived from it, in those who trust to it, 
must sink with it. 

2ndly. The theory of Bishop Pearson (which he 
derives chiefly from Irenasus) that Peter and Paul were 
together the first Bishops of Rome, is shewn to be an 
assumption not authorized by that ancient Father, 
whose meaning appears to be, (from a comparison of 
him with Epiphanius,) that as the latter adds James the 
Bishop of Jerusalem with the two Apostles Peter and 
Paul, to shew the source of the Apostolical succession, 
as the representatives generally of the Apostles, so the 
more abridged form is used by Irenseus of Peter and 
Paul (as the Apostles between whom the whole Chris- 
tian Church was divided, as one over the Hebrews, and 
the other of the Gentiles) ; the meaning of Irenaeus 
being no other than that of Epiphanius. 
i 3rdly* The evidence qf Clement of Borne has been 
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examined to shew the positive testimony it affords 
that the Apostle Peter had never been at Rome. And 
whereas Lardner has attempted to shew that the lan- 
guage of Clement contains proof of St. Peter having 
been at Rome, it has been made to appear that Lard- 
ner*s interpretation of that language is erroneous. 

4thly. x Chrysostom has been produced as evidence of 
the principle from which Peter is supposed to have been 
connected with the city of Borne ; viz. that the chief of 
the Apostles (6 tcopv<f>alos) should be yielded to the 
royal city. And an observation of great historical 
sagacity made by Irenaeus has been referred to, as the 
real principle which led to Borne (being the capital city 
of the Empire) becoming also the chief seat of the 
Church. 

These are the grounds upon which the present argu- 
ment is constructed. 



DISSERTATION 

OF THE APOSTOLIC AUTHORITY OF THE SYMBOL 
(OB CKEED) OF THE CHURCH. 



TK" the observation made by Bishop Pearson (Minor 
**■ Works, vol. ii. p. 362 a ) on the sentence of Clement, 
liapTvpq<ra$ iirl r&v rpyovfiivcop, that " the ancients 
were thus accustomed to speak of martyrs," (ut de mar* 
tyribus loqui soletant,) he points to the fact of the con- 
stant form in which the martyrdoms of the disciples are 
spoken of throughout the ecclesiastical writings. 

The first instance or origin of the custom is found in 
St Paul's First Epistle to Timothy. The words (ch. vi. 
13) Xpiorov 'Irfaov rov fJUtpTvprjo-avros eirl IIovtlov 
IIiKdrov have this sense, that " our Lord suffered (as 
a witness to the truth) under Pontius Pilate." Map* 
TvprfaavTo? cannot be construed with ofioXoylav, as in 
the common version. The verb frnprvpico governs the 
dative, as (John xviii. 37) " Unto this have I been born, 
unto this have I comie, that I shall bear witness" (in 
his death) "unto the truth," (wa fiaprvprjaco rj) a\t)- 
6ela). The verb here is in the future, and therefore 
the act of witnessing must be to come : our Lord did 
not then witness before Pontius Pilate; and if such 
meaning had been intended to be conveyed by the 
Apostle, (1 Tim. vi. 13,) that our Lord confessed, or 
witnessed a confession, before Pontius Pilate, the word 
would not have been enl, with respect to Pontius Pilate, 
but as in the verse immediately preceding, ivooTriop, as 

• " M fryovpivuv cum dixit de passione Pauli, profectos sine dubio in* 
tellexit, at de martyribus loqui solebant." 
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Timothy "confessed the good confession before many 
witnesses/' (ivorMov ttoXKSsv fuzprvpow). The common 
construction of the words, (1 Tim. vi. 13,) X I. /taprt/- 
prjvavros iirl Tlovrlov HCKdrov rip koXtjv ifjuokvyiap, is 
contrary to sense, and to grammar, and to fact, that 
" our Lord witnessed a good confession before Pontius 
Pilate/' Our Lord, who is the subject of all confession, 
could Himself make no confession. In our English 
translation the article rr\v is omitted. It is not a good 
confession, but " the good confession/ 9 already referred 
to in the preceding verse. The words therefore stand 
by themselves, fMiprvprjaavros eni IIovtIov HCKarov^ 
without any reference to rijp tcaXrjv ofwkoyiaw. In 
them, as in John xviii. 37, fAaprvpiyaco ry akrjOela, " I 
shall bear witness to the truth/' our Lord's death is 
evidently referred to.; in the First Epistle also to the 
Corinthians the Apostle speaks of that death as the 
witnessing to the truth, or the martyrdom of Christ,— 
to papripiov rov Xpurrov, 1 Cor. i. 6. 
: The force of the words rb /xaprvpiov rov Xpurrov efie* 
fiamdrf ip ifuv, (1 Cor. i. 6,) appears in the 18th verse 
of the same chapter, — 6 Xoyo$ yap 6 rov aravpov — rout 
Sk ccofy/jUvoi? fifiiv Svvafjii? Geov &<rr\. Another pas- 
sage must be taken into consideration in the same 
chapter, 23rd and 24th verses, — fjfiek 8e icrjpvaaofiep 
Xpurrov ioTavpa/jbivov — Oeov Svpajuv : " wq preach 
Christ crucified, the power of God;" as in verse 18 
the doctrine, or word, of the Cross is to us " the power 
of God ;" and in verse 6, what is confirmed, or strength- 
ened, or is the power of God in you, is the crudfixwn of 
Christ. From verses 18 and 23, 24, it is shewn that 
to fiaprupLov rov Xpurrov is the crucifixion of Christ. 

But in the second chapter it is shewn by a more 
immediate connexion that the crucifixion or death 
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of our Lord is spoken of under the term to ftaprvpiov ; 
and a further development at the same time given of 
the gAat truth of Christianity, the divine nature of our 
Lord. The first two verses of the second chapter are 
Kay& i\0€ov irpbs vfias, aBeXxfxn, ffkdov ov itaff virepoj^fv 
Xoyov fj <ro$ia$ Karayy&Ouov vfiiv to fiaprvptov rod 
&eov. ov yap liepiva rov eiBevtu rl iv v/jfiv, el fir) 'IyaovP 
Xpurrbv, teal rovrop icrravpcofievov : " And I, brethren, 
having come unto you, came not according to excel- 
lence of speech or of wisdom, publishing to you rh 
paprrvpiov rov &*ov" What these words signify, appears 
clearly in the second verse, " for I resolved to know 
nothing among you save Jesus Christ and Hun cru- 
cified/' The wordss to fiaprvptov rov Oeov, therefore; 
are explained to be 'Irjaovv Xpurrbv iaravpwfiivov* 
•The crucifixion of our Lord, therefore, is spoken of as 
in His person "the martyrdom of God." And in the 
8th verse of the same chapter full utterance is given to 
the same truth, — el yap eyvaxrav, owe hv rov Kvpiov rfjs 
Soffy? &<rravpu<rav : "for if they had known, they would 
not have crucified the Lord of glory:" but they did 
crucify the Lord of glory, therefore that crucifixion was 
to fiaprvptov rov Oeov, (1 Cor. i, 1) ; and the words 
{I Tim. vi. 13) I. X. toO fiaprvprpavros hrl Tlovrhv 
Htkdrov are strictly to be rendered "having suffered 
tinder Pontius Pilate." 

The translation of the whole passage (12th, 13th, and 
14th verses of 1 Tim. vi.) had better be given here : — 
u Contend the good contest of the feith, lay hold on the 
eternal life, unto which thou hast been called, and didst 
then confess the good confession, before many witnesses. 
I deliver to thee before God, who giveth life to all 
things, and Christ Jesus who suffered (as a witness t<> 
tlje truth) under Pontius Pilate, that thou keep that 
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good confession, which is committed unto us (ttjp ivrokrfv) 
whole, (apeiriXrprrop) and undefiled, even until the ap- 
pearing of our Lord Jesus Christ/' The Latin VUgate 
does not follow the erroneous construction; that is to 
say, it does not connect 6fw\oylav with futprvfytjaapro^ 
nor give to eirl the force of ip&iriop: — "Et coram 
Christo Jesu, qui testimonium reddidit sub Pontio Pilato, 
bonam confessionem ut serves, mandatum, sine macula, 
irreprehensibile, usque in adventum Domini nostri Jesu 
Christi ;" i. e. fAapTvprfo-aPTO? eiri IIoptIov HCKarov are 
rendered " qui testimonium reddidit sub Pontio Pilato ;" 
and SfLoXoyiap is governed by rrjprjaaj, <re, that good 
confession Timothy is exhorted, or directed, to keep 
and preserve, (ut serves) ; and not our Lord supposed 
to make any confession. 

In the words els fjp itcKrjOrjs, " unto which (' the eter- 
nal life') thou hast been called b ," and " didst then make 
the good confession before many witnesses," the bap* 
tism of Timothy is evidently referred to. Bufinus, in 
his exposition of the Symbol of the Apostles, observes 
this ancient custom of thus confessing at baptism the 
good confession before many witnesses : — " Mos ibi 
servatur antiquus, eos qui gratiam baptismi suscep- 
turi sunt, publice, id est fidelium populo audiente, sym* 
bolum reddere c ." "The ancient custom is observed 
there (in the Church of Rome) that those who are about 
to undertake the grace of baptism, repeat the Symbol 
publicly, i. e. the people of the faithful hearing." 

What the Apostle says, " Thou didst confess the good 
confession," is here expressed Symbolum reddere, "to 
render the Symbol." And what Kufinus speaks of as 
" about to undertake, or to receive the grace of Bap- 
tism," is more particularly described by the Apostle 
* 1 Tim. vi. 12. c From Usher, De Symbolic (Oxon. 1660.) 
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as "having then been called unto eternal life;*' as 
the " many witnesses before whom thou didst make the 
confession" is referred to by Eufinus as the " ancient 
custom of rendering the Symbol, or repeating the 
Creed of the Apostles in the hearing of all the faith- 
ful/ 9 The difference of the tenses is to be observed ; 
cfc fjv €K\rj0Tj9 3 " unto which thou hast been called," as 
a permanent and abiding state or effect ; and the single 
and passing act, confined to that time, of making the 
good confession, teal ay/JLoXoyrjaa^y " thou didst confess." 
The whole of this clearly points to what took place at 
the baptism of Timothy. 

. "The good confession," then, which Timothy did 
confess when he was called unto eternal life, was cer- 
tainly the confession of the faith to be made by every 
one about to be baptized, and which confession after- 
wards received the name and form of the Apostolic 
Faith, or Creed of the Apostles, and more especially, of 
the Symbol of the Church. This is the character of 
the Symbol, a short expression of the faith of the whole 
Christian Church as received from the Apostles. The 
whole title of the tract De Symbolis of Abp. Usher is, 
De Romanes Ecclesue Symbolo Apostolico vetere, aliisque> 
turn db Occidentalibus, turn ab Orientalibus in prima Ca* 
techesi, et JBaptismo, adhiHtis ffldei Symbolis : " Of the 
ancient Apostolic Symbol of the Roman Church, and 
of other Symbols of the Faith used in first Instruction, 
(or in Catechizing,) and in [Baptism, by those of the 
West, as also by those of the East." 

The Apostle in his Epistle to Timothy being inci- 
dentally led to the mention of " that good confession," 
(ver. 12,) proceeds in the most solemn manner to bind 
upon Timothy and his successors, the ministers of the 
Church, through all ages, the obligation " to keep that 
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good confession whole and undefiled until the appear-* 
ing of our Lord Jesus Christ," (ver. 13) : as our Lord 
had said, (Matt, xxviii. 19,) rrjpelv iravra tea everei* 
\dfirjv vfilvy "to keep all things whatsoever I have 
committed unto you:" rifv ivro\rjv, mandatum*, that 
which is committed or delivered unto us. " The good 
confession" is to be kept "whole and undefiled;" that 
is the proper translation of the words a<rm\ov f aveiri* 
Xtjtttov, and is appropriated, as in the Athanasian Creed, 
to the good confession ; that " the good confession" be 
preserved in its integrity, averrCkipcTov, irrepreheh8ibik r , 
(that word, irreprehemibile, to. be taken in its Latifl. 
meaning, "to be kept whole," not in its English, 
" blameless,") and in its purity, (JurmXov). 

In the Second Epistle to Timothy the Apostle con- 
tinues his instructions. It is of Timothy the Apostle 
speaks, ch. i. ver. 12, olSa y&p $ ireirlo-Tcv/ea, "I know 
to whom I have trusted, or committed." As in the 
First Epistle, ch. i. ver. 11, the Apostle had said, tcarh 
to evayyekiov — t iirta-revOfjv eyci, " according, to thfc 
Gospel with which I hav« been entrusted, or which 
has been committed unto me ;" so now the Apostle 
speaks to and of Timothy, " I know to whom I have 
trusted, or have committed, and am persuaded that he 
is able to keep and guard that which I have plfeced 
with him (my deposit) until that day," (teal iriireio-fuu 
otl Svvawos i<rn rfjv nrapaOr\m\v fiov <f>v\di*ai cfo &kgU 
vf]v ttjv rjfjLepav). How the meaning and application 
of this passage could have been mistaken, it is impos- 
sible to conceive, when immediately it follows (in the 
fourteenth verse), directly addressed to Timothy, "that 
good deposit guard, (rifP koK^v 7rapaKara0i]/cr)v <f>v\a* 
foi/) through the Holy Ghost abiding in us f at also 
d Latin Vulgate. •Ibid. J 
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in the First Epistle, ch. vi. ver. 20, the same words are 
immediately addressed to him by name, — & TifioOee, ttjv 
frapaKara&rjK'qv <f>vkaf;op, "O Timothy, guard" (keep 
whole and undefiled) "that deposit/ 1 The words of 
coarse in the Second Epistle, ch. i. ver. 12, Treireicrfiat, 
&r* Bvvaros iari ttjv irapaOrjtcqv fiov <f>u\d£ai, must 
have the same application as the very same words ad- 
dressed to Timothy in the fourteenth verse immediately 
following* ttjv tcaXrjv irapaKaraBrjicqv (frvXagop, "that 
good deposit do thou guard/ 9 The misapprehension of 
the sense of the twelfth verse has arisen from the mean- 
ing usually given to the words olSa yap & ireirlorevica, 
"for I know whom I have believed." But that the 
words have reference to Timothy, is evident by com- 
paring them firstly with what the Apostle says of him- 
self, i. e. ch. i. ver. 1 1, to evayyiXiop . . h iino-TevOrjp, 
''the Gospel with which I have been entrusted," and 
Secondly, with the charge repeated to Timothy, Second 
Epistle, ch. iii. ver. 14, " but do thou remain in those 
things thou didst learn and hast been entrusted with, 
(ical €7naT<o0r)s,) knowing {irapa tIvos) who the person 
was (an Apostle of Christ) from whom thou didst 
learn." Of the word €7nor<i>0r)9, Second Epistle, ch. iii. 
ver. 14, the meaning is given correctly in the Latin 
Vulgate, "quae credita sunt tibi," "with which thou 
hast been entrusted," as in the First Epistle, ch. i. 
ver. 11, the Apostle speaks of the Gospel which had 
been committed to himself, quod creditum est mihi; and 
in the intermediate passage, Second Epistle, ch. i. ver. 
12, connected with these, the word credere has the same 
sense, scio cut credidi, " I know to whom I have trusted, 
or have committed." 

These passages cannot be read together without see- 
ing that the charge of the Gospel of the glory of God 
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which had been committed to the Apostle, (1 Tim. i. 11,) 
he delivers to Timothy, and in the Second Epistle, ch. i, 
yer. 12, openly declares that he has done so, and ex- 
presses his confidence that he to whom he has com- 
mitted that charge, &> freirurrev/ca, is able to keep that 
deposit until the end ; and in the Second Epistle, ch. iii* 
ver. 14, he repeats his exhortation to Timothy to " remain 
in those things he did learn and had been entrusted 
with." And the Apostle provides for the continuance 
of this Apostolic tradition in the instruction he gives to 
Timothy, Second Epistle, ch. ii. ver. 2: "And what 
things thou didst hear from me through many wit- 
nesses, these do thou commit irapdBov, (as I have com- 
mitted unto you,) to faithful men, such as shall be fit 
also to teach others ;" that so the Apostolic deposit be 
thus conveyed through successive generations. 

When that deposit is spoken of (Second Epistle, ch. i. 
ver. 14,) asT^i/ tcaXrjp TrapaKaTaOrjicqv" that good deposit," 
it is hardly possible to avoid seeing that in these words 
some reference was intended to " that good confession," 
rfjv tcakrjv ofwXoylav, (First Epistle, ch. vi. ver. 13,) which 
is unquestionably that confession of the faith required 
to be made by every one before being baptized, accord- 
ing to the instruction which had already been received 
called catechizing, (in prima catechesi). The princi- 
ples laid down by the Apostle for the maintenance of 
this good confession are, that it be kept in its integrity 
and without &fot,av€7riKrfjrrov teal &<rrrCKov> (First Epistle, 
ch. vi. ver. 14,) or as the words are so justly rendered 
in the Athanasian Creed, " whole and undefiled." 

There is an instruction given in Timothy (Second 
Epistle, ch. i. ver. 13,) which from its place seems to 
have reference to what may be the first enlarged con- 
struction of this " good confession ;" — " have a form of 
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sound words or doctrines which thou didst hear from 
me," (vTroTthraxnv e^e vyuuvovrwv Xoywp &v Trap ifiov 
fjtcovaas). If the word farorvrraxris be rendered " form/* 
it must be in a different sense to what is intended in 
the English version ; there is no article before vttotv* 
wghtis, and therefore no reference to any existing form. 
A sketch or delineation was to be traced by Timothy 
himself, of what he had generally heard from the 
Apostle: vrrorvrrtoaiv might be correctly rendered by 
the Latin formam, but not in the sense given in the 
version, as "the form" which Timothy had received 
from the Apostle. Our translators follow the Latin, 
formam for vrrorvTroxriv, but having taken this word in 
a wrong sense, they have been obliged to give a force 
to tye, habe, ' have/ which the word will not bear, nor 
was intended to bear. The Latin Vulgate is, " formam 
habe sanorum verborum," " have a form of sound words 
thou didst hear from me ;" the sense " hold fast" has 
no place either in tho Greek or Latin. The Apostle 
gives Timothy something to do : vrrorinrtoaif; is a stamp, 
or correct impression, or delineation ; it was to be the 
act of Timothy to reduce the Apostolic teaching to such 
•< a form." 

When Grabe (in his annotations at the end f of that 
part of Bull's Judicium Ecclesite Catholicte in which is 
given the only history, that can be so called, of the Sym- 
bol of the Church) undertakes to draw from the Aposto- 
lic writings what he calls the stamina* or delineations 
which might have composed the original form of the 
Symbol, (i.e. Grabe performs what it may be supposed 
was given to Timothy to do,) the title which Grabe 

f Bull's Works, vol. vi. p. 170. Oxford, 1827. 
' * "Prima symboli apostolici stamina, ejusque ulteriores in singulis 
articulis texturas denique ultimum illius oomplementum ipso S. Aposto- 
lorum ffivo ac concilio aut permissu factum demonstraturus." 
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has given to his undertaking is, " De primis confessionis 
fidei in baptismo oliin editae lineamentis, et incremen- 
tis, ejusque complement®, ipsa apostolorum setate atque 
authoritate, sive permissione, facto :" " Of the first 
lineaments of the confession of faith formerly delivered 
in baptism, and of its increases, and its completion 
made in the very age of, and with the authority or 
permission of, the Apostles/ 9 This title is the best 
definition that could be given of the word xmorirrrcoa^. 
There is no trace certainly in ecclesiastical history of 
anything, supposed here, having been done by Timothy ; 
but Irenseus presents us with a form of " the good con- 
fession" which very much answers the description of the 
Apostle, as a delineation, or] sketch, (yirorinrwri,*;,) or 
" form" of those things which were taught by the Apo- 
stle. And as Irenseus h came into Europe from that part 
of Asia over which Timothy, it is understood, did pre- 
side; from the youth of Timothy (a.d.,64*, — "let no 
one despise thy youth," 1 Tim. iv. 12,) it is possible 
that he might continue there to such a time, that what 
has been delivered by Irenseus may be justly entitled to 
the consideration of having some authority from the 
Apostle's own son in the faith, and with respect to 
whom, we have, in the Apostle's own writing, his own 
act of delivering to Timothy his deposit of the faith* 
What remains in the works of Irenseus, and which is the 
earliest form in which the Symbol of the Church ap- 
pears, is the following, and it may be seen how far it 
deserves the character given by the Apostle (2 Tim. 
i. 13) of the sketch (inrorinraxnv) he directs to be made 
of the wholesome words which Timothy had heard from 

h Irenseus probably came into the West about A.D. 157. — Lardnerfi 
Gospel History, voL i. p. 343. 
1 Annales Paulini, Pearson's Minor Works, voL i. p. 393. 
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the Apostle "in faith and love which are in Christ 
Jesus." 

Irenaeus, in the 1st chapter of the 1st Book, speaks of 
the rule or canon of the truth, (top tcavopa T779 akrjdeia?,) 
which in his age every Christian took, or received 
through baptism, (Sia rov ftaTrTiajiaTos et\7j<f)e). In the 
2nd chapter of the same Book, Irenaeus delivers that 
rule of the faith in these words. 

"For the Church, although spread over the whole 
world unto the bounds of the earth, having received 
from the Apostles and their disciples the faith in one 
God, Father Almighty, the Maker of the heaven, 
and the earth, and the seas, and all things in them. 
And in one Christ Jesus, the Son of God, having 
been made flesh for our salvation. And in the Holy 
Spirit, who through the prophets proclaimed the dis- 
pensations, and the advents, and the birth from a 
Virgin, and the suffering, and the rising from the dead, 
and the ascension in the flesh unto the heavens, of 
the beloved Christ Jesus our Lord, and His presence 
from the heavens in the glory of the Father unto the 
completion k of all things, and to the raising up all 
flesh of all mankind; that to Christ Jesus our Lord, 
and God, and King, according to the good pleasure of 
the Father invisible, every knee shall bow of things in 
heaven, and things upon earth, and things under the 
earth, and every tongue confess to Him, and He shall 
make just judgment in all :" r\ fiev yctp etc/ckrjola, 
Kaiirep icaff 0X179 T779 oltcovfiivrj? &>9 irepdrcop rrjs 7^5 
Swrrapfiivrj, irapa Se t&v airoaroXxop teal t&v itcelvcov fia- 
6t)t&v TrapdkafSovaa ttjv eh eva Qebv markpa iravro- 
tcpdropa, top ireiroLrjKora top ovpavbv, zeal tt)p yrjv, xal 
ra$ OaXdaaas, /ecu irdvra ih iv airrols, Trior iv teal eh 

k b.vaKG<paKai<t><TaoBaiJ 
F 
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Spa XpiaTov 'Ir)<rovp, top vlop tov Geov, top aap/cctOevra 
xnrep rrjs tffUTepa? aayrrjplaf teal ek irvevpa ay tov, rb &£• 
t&v irpwfyrjr&v /ee/crjpvxb? ra? ol/covofilas, teal ra$ eXeu- 
<rei9, teal ttjp i/c irapQkvov ryipprjaip, Kal to irdOos, zeal ttjp 
eyepaip i/c veicp&v, teal ttjp evaap/ew eh tou? ovpavov? 
avdXrjyJnv tov rjyair7)fi€pov Xptarov 'Irjcrov tov tcvpiov 
r}/jL(ov, Kal ttjp i/c tS>p ovpap&p ip tq $6f~y rov waTpb? 
irapovauLV avrov, iirl to avaKe^aXauoaaaOai tol wdpra, 
Kal avaoTfjo-ai iraaap aap/ca Traxrrj? apdpcoTroTrjros, ?pa 
XpcoTG) 'Iwaov tS Kvpiqy r/fi&p, Kal Beep, Kal aarrijpi, Kal 
ftaaiket, /card ttjp evSotclav tov iraTpb?, tov aopdrov, Trap 
yopv Kafiyfrp iirovpavlcov koI i*myel<op Kal KaTaydopltop, Kal 
ircura yXaxraa i%ofju)\oyqo"r)Tai avr&, Kal xptcnv Sucalap 
ip Tot9 iraav *rroh)a7jTai. 

The two Creeds or Symbols at present in the Church 
of acknowledged authority, are that called "the Nicene," 
and that called of " the Apostles," which are in fact the 
Symbols of the Eastern or Greek Church, and of the 
Latin or Western Church. 

Of all Churches, the Churches of Judaea were the 
most ancient, and, as the Apostle observed, the exam- 
ples which the others followed. " For you, brethren, 
were followers (fii/iyral, ' imitators') of the Churches of 
God, which were in Judaea," (1 Thess. ii. 14). Though 
of the Churches in Palestine the chief place was as- 
signed to that of Caesarea in the constitution and 
government of the Church generally, yet the Church 
of Jerusalem always had the distinction of being con- 
sidered the mother of all the Churches. This is the 
character given to it at the Council of Constantinople, 
t] firjTtjp airaa&p twp iKKXrjauSp 1 . The ancient Symbol 
of the Church of Jerusalem is now seen in the cate- 
chetical lectures delivered there by Cyril, and which is 

1 Synodica Epigtola apud Theodoretum Hist. Eccleg., lib. v. cap. 9. 
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here laid before the reader : — " I believe in one God> 
Father Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth, and of 
all things visible and invisible. 

* "And in one Lord Jesus Christ, the only-begotten 
Son of God, begotten of the Father, before all worlds ; 
very God ; by whom all things were made ; having been 
made flesh, and become man from a Yirgin and the 
Holy Spirit; having been crucified, and buried, and 
having risen again from the dead on the third day ; and 
having ascended into the heavens, and having sat down 
at the right of the Father, and coming in glory to 
judge living and dead, of whose kingdom there shall 
be no end. 

"And in one Holy Spirit the Comforter, having 
spoken in the prophets ; in one baptism of repentance 
unto remission of sins, and in one holy Catholic Church, 
and in resurrection of flesh, and in eternal life." 

HiareiKo eh eva Bebp Tlarepa iravro/epaTOpa, irovrfrv\p 
ovpavov zeal 71)9, opar&p re irdvrtov Kal aopdrav 

Kal eh epa Kvpiop 'Irjaovp XpiaTOV, top vlbv rov Seov 
rbv fiopoyepfj, rov i/c rov Trarpbs yewrjOivra irpo irdprayp 
t£>p alcoiayp, Bebp dXrjdipbp, 81 ov ra irama iyepero' 
<raptCG)0epra y Kal ipapOptoirrjaapra i/c irapOhov Kal irpev* 
fiaros dylov, aravpeodivra Kal Ta<f>ePTa* Kal dpaardpTa 
€K p€Kp&p tj} rpLTjj rjfiipa, Kal dpe\06pra eh tou? oi- 
papovs, Kal KaOiaavra €K Se^i&p tov nrarpbr Kal ipx°* 
jiepop ip SoIjt) fcplvcu £Si>Tas Kal peKpovs, ov rrjs fiaaiXeta^ 
ovk earai reXos* 

Kal eh €P dycop irpevjia top irapaKKtyroPy to XaXSjaav 
ip roh irpoifyrJTaw kol eh ep fSaTrnaiia fierapoia? eh 
a<f>€<rip afiapTt&p* Kal eh fiUtp dyiap KadoXiKTjv €/ck\tj- 
alap* Kal eh aapfcb? dpdxrraaip, Kal eh {(orjp cbUsviovK 

That this is the ancient Symbol of the Church of 

Boll, Judicium Eccleai® Catholic®, p. 134. 
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Jerusalem is evident from its being made by Cyril the 
subject of the lectures which he delivers to those who 
are about to be baptized. The lectures, in fact, are the 
explanation of the Symbol,— of " that good confession" 
in which they who were then called to eternal life were 
to confess the faith. From these considerations Bishop 
Bull concludes, " It remains therefore that this is the 
actual Symbol of the Church of Jerusalem :" " Itestat 
igitur, ut sit revera Symbolum Ecclesiae Hierosoly- 
mitanae k ." "And this Jerusalem Symbol/' (Bull goes 
on to observe,) " I doubt not that Eusebius, (as having 
descended from Palestine, and having at length become 
Bishop of Cesaraea,) did have regard to, when, in the 
Nicaean Council, he delivers the confession of the faith 
which both in catechizing, and in Holy Baptism, he had 
received :" "Atque hoc Symbolum Hierosolymitanum 
nullus dubito, quin Eusebius (utpote Palestina oriundus, 
et Caesaraeae demum in Palestina episcopus) respexerit, 
eum in concilio Nicaeno fidei confessionem quam et in 
catechesi, et in sacro lavacro acceperat V 

The following is the whole account given by the 
historian Socrates of the act of Eusebius here referred 
to, and in the words of Eusebius as spoken by himself: 
— " As we have received from those Bishops before us, 
and in the catechizing, and when we received baptism, 
and as we have learned from the Holy Scriptures, and 
as we have believed, and did teach in the presbytery, 
and in the episcopacy itself, thus also now believing, 
we deliver to you our Faith, and it is this : — 

"We believe in one God, Father Almighty, the 
Maker of all things, visible and invisible. 

" And in one Lord Jesus Christ, the Word of God, 

k Bull, Judicium Ecclesiae Catholic®, p. 135. l Ibid., p. 136. 
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God of God, light of light, life of life, only begotten 
Son, born before all creation, having been begotten of 
God the Father before all worlds; by whom also all 
things were made ; who having been made flesh for our 
salvation, and having conversed among men, and hav- 
ing suffered, and having risen on the third day, and 
having ascended unto the Father, will come again in 
glory to judge quick and dead. 

"And we believe in the Holy Ghost. 

" Believing that each of these is, and subsists ; the 
Father, truly Father, and the Son, truly Son, and the 
Holy Spirit, truly Holy Spirit ; according as our Lord, 
sending His own disciples to the heralding of Him- 
self, said, 'having proceeded, make all nations My 
disciples, baptizing them in the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.' " 

Kadw 7rape\d/3ofi€v irapd t&p irpb fjfi&p imaKoirap, 
seal iv rfj KaTryxtfaei, /cal ore to \ovrpbp iXafifidvofiev, 
/ecu tcafia>s dirb t&p Oelcw ypa<f>a)v fiefiadijKa/jLev, Kal <bs 
iv t<£ irpeaftvrepeuo, /cal iv ainf} rp hna/conrfj ivnorev- 
ca/jLev T€ /cal iSiSdcTKo/jLev, our<p seal vvv WLOTevovres, ttjp 
rjfjL€T€pav itUttlv v/iiv irpoaava^epofiev, Zoti Se avrg. 

IIlot€vo/jl€v els eva BeoVy irarepa iramo/cpaTOpa, top 
t&v anrairmv bpaT&v tc /cal dopdrov TroirjTrjv 

Kal eh eva /cvpiov 'Itjgovp Xpurrbv, top tov Oeov 
Aoyov, Oebp etc Oeov, <£a>9 i/c <jxorbs, ^/mjv i/c §09$, vlbv 
fjLovoyevrj, irpovroTO/cov irdtrrj? tcrCaeco^, irpb irdvrcw t&v 
alcbpwv i/c tov Oeov iraTpbs yeyiwy/ievov Bl oi /cal 
iyepeTO tcL irdvra, top Sid ttjv rjfierepav awrqplav aap/cc** 
Oeina, /cal iv dvOpdmois iroXiTevadfievop, Kal iradovra, 
Kal dvaardvTa 777 rplrrf rjpApa, Kal dvekdovra Trpo? tov 
irarkpa, /cal fj^ovra ircxhiv iv 86f# Kplvai g&ira? Kal vgk- 
povr m<rr€vofiep Kal eh hf irvevfia ay lop. tovtodv Skootov 
elvai Kal xmdp^eiv Tncrrevovres, iraTipa a\r)0&$ Traripa, 
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Kal vlbv afaqBm vtov, kcli irvevfia arjiov a\rj0&? aytov 
irvevfxa. tca0&$ Kal 6 Kvpio? tj/juop airoareKKxov ek to 
KJjpvjfia tow eavrov fiaOr^ra^, elire, iropevdivre; fiafh]- 
Tevaare iravra ra €0ptj, j3aTrrl£ovT6$ ainov? eh to 6vofia 
tov Trarpb?, teal tov viov zeal tov ar/lov irvevjuiTos m . 

There is seen here from whence the Creed or Symbol 
has originated, (from our Lord Himself in this direc- 
tion,) and what is its character, " that good confession" 
to be confessed by those who are baptized; which 
Timothy did then confess, when he was called to the 
eternal life, which the Apostle exhorts him to lay hold 
of, or secure, by fighting the good fight of the faith n 
against sin, the world, and the devil. It appears also 
how that good confession was " kept whole and unde- 
fined." Eusebius had received it from those who were 
Bishops and Presbyters before him. It was what he 
had been instructed or catechized in, and what he had 
acknowledged as the sum of the Christian faith in his 
baptism, and which he had believed and taught when 
presbyter, and as bishop. 

The confession of the faith delivered by Eusebius as 
that of the Churches of Palestine, was acknowledged 
by the Nicene Fathers as "the good confession" re- 
ceived from the Apostles. And in the Act of the 
Nicene Council it will be seen how those holy Fathers 
proceeded, to keep that good confession whole and un- 
defined from the heresy of Arius °. 

" We believe in one God, Father Almighty, maker 
of all things, visible and invisible. 

" And in one Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God ; 
begotten of the Father, only-begotten, that is, of the 

» Socrates, Hist. Eccles., lib. i. cap. 8. p. 24, Vales. n kymvi^ov 

rhv KaXlv bywva rrjs iriartws. 1 Tim. vi. 12. ° Socrates, p. 25. 
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substance of the Father ; God of God, light of light, 
very God of very God ; begotten, not made ; of one sub- 
stance with the Father ; by whom all things were made, 
things in heaven, and things in earth ; who for us men 
and for our salvation came down from heaven, and 
being made flesh, became man ; that He suffered, and 
rose again on the third day, and ascended into the 
heavens ; that He will come to judge quick and dead. 

" And in the Holy Spirit." 

IIioTevofiev eh eva Qeov irarepa iravrotcpdropa, irav- 

TO)V 6pCLT&V K€ KoX aOp&TWV 7T017)T1]V. 

Kal eh eva xvpiop 'Irjtrovv Xpiarbv, top i/tov rod Qeov, 
yevwfievra etc tov irarpos fiovoyevrj, rovrioriv etc 7779 
ovala? tov 7raT/)05, Qebv i/c Qeov, <j>&? i/c faros, Qebv 
a\rj0Lvbv i/c Qeov d\rj0t,vov yevvrjOevra, ov irovqOevra, 
bfwovcnov t$ irarpl, Si oi to irdvra eyevero, t<z re ev tc3 
oipavS, xal ra ev 777 yf)* tov Si rj/juis tovs avOpdmovs, 
zeal Sia tt\v ri/xeripav aayrrjpiav KareXdovra Kal aap- 
K&Oema, ivav0p(O7rrj<ravTa, iradovra, xal dvaaravra 777 
TpiTrj fifiepq: aveXOovra eh T0O9 ovpavovr ep^6psvov 
Kplvai &vtcl$ xal vexpovs. 

Kal els to wvevfia to dyiov. 

The Creed still called the Nicene received its pre- 
sent complete form at the Council of Constantinople, 
a.d. 381, by the addition of the articles relating to 
the Holy Ghost, intended to keep the faith pure from 
the heresy proceeding from Macedonius. 

While no alteration was made in the ancient Sym- 
bols used by the several Churches in the administration 
of Baptism, the following account is given of the origin 
of this Creed of the Catholic Church being made, as it 
continues to be, part of the most solemn service of the 
Body and Blood of our Lord. In Abp. Usher's tract 
Be Symbolic, p. 15, he thus refers to Epiphanius : — » 
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" This formula of the faith, as delivered by the Apo- 
stles and promulgated by the Nicene Fathers, E{Ji- 
phanius praises; as that by reason of the doctrine, 
comprehended in the ancient Symbol of the Eastern 
Churches, it deserves justly to be called 'Apostolic,' 
and by reason of the explanation superadded by 318 
Bishops, it also justly deserves to be called ' Nicene.' " 
The solemn recitation of which in the time of holy assem- 
bly (sacra Synageos tempore) was instituted by Timothy, 
Abp. of Constantinople, as we read in the Eclogues 
of the second Book of Theodorus : — Xlrqdet,? i/c r&v 
airovSaoT&v avrov Ti/ioOeos, to t&v Tpcatcoauov Si/ca 
zeal otcro) iraripcov ttjs irtaTecos av/i/3o\ov icaff eKaarrgv 
<ruvaf;iv \iyeo-0cu irapeaKevaaev, iirl Siaj3o\rj Sfjdev 
Ma/ceSovlov d>9 avrov firj hexpfievov to avfifioXov, aired; 
rfj erovs \ey6/jL€Pov irporepov iv rrj cuyla irapaajcevj) rod 
delov irdOov**: "Timothy having been asked by his 
friends, provided that the Symbol of the faith of the 318 
should be said at every solemn assembly as an accusa- 
tion against Macedonius, who did not receive the Symbol, 
it having before been said only once a year in the holy 
preparation of the Divine Passion/' The force of the 
words rod Oeiov irdOovs, "of the Divine Passion," or 
'■' the Passion of God," may be pointed out and com- 
pared with the sense above given, p. 57, of the words to 
fiaprvpLov tov 0€ov q , (1 Cor. ii. 2.) It appears, there- 
fore, from this passage of Theodorus, what the time 
and occasion were, of the Nicene Creed being made a 
constant part of every administration of the Lord's 
Supper, (/caff itcdo-TTjp cvvaf-ip,) which is the meaning 
of the word Synaxis. 

p From Usher, De Symbolis, p. 16. 

* The martyrdom or suffering of Him who is God, but not of Him 
at Go<L 
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Having traced the Nicene Creed to its present posi- 
tion in the Church, and shewn that it now represents 
the ancient Symbol of the Eastern Church, all that 
need be said of the Creed called " of the Apostles," 

(which is the ancient Roman Creed, and therefore of 
the Latin or Western Church generally,) may be com- 
prehended in the following observations of Bishop Bull. 
In the history of the Symbols written by Vossius, " he 
refers," (says Bull,) "and expresses his astonishment 
with respect to an opinion most improbable, that the 
Symbol called ' of the Apostles' was made out of the 
Constantinopolitan :" " Refert quidem Vossius tanquam 
miram, atque a vero absimillimam, viri eruditi Joannis 
Rodolphi Lavateri sententiam existimantis Symbolum 
Apostolorum dictum ex Constantinopolitano esse fac- 
tum." "Thus far," says Bull, "I agree with that 
learned man, (John Rudolph Lavater,) that I esteem 
the Symbol called of the Apostles, that is the Roman, 
to have been made up ( consarcinatum fume ) out of 
the Jerusalem or ancient Eastern Symbol, with which 
the Constantinopolitan, (those things being cut away 
from it which were added against Arius and Mace- 
donius), plainly agrees:" "Hactenus autem cum viro 
illo erudito me sentire profiteor, ut existimem, symbo- 
lum apostolorum dictum, hoc est Romanum, ex Hiero- 
solymitano, sive veteri orientali symbolo, quocum Con- 
stantinopolitanum, resectis ab ipso quae adversus Arium 
et Macedonium addita fuere, plane convenit, consar- 
cinatum fuisse r ." In the 163rd page of the same 
work, Bull points out an instance of the Roman Creed 
being abridged from the ancient Eastern Creed : — " The 
tenth article of the Roman Symbol, ' the forgiveness of 
sins/ is manifestly no other than a segment of an ar- 

r Bull, Judicium Ecclesise Catholics, pp. 157, 158. Ed. Oxon. 1827. 
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tide thus more fully expressed in the ancient Oriental 
Symbol, — ' I believe in one baptism of repentance unto 
remission of sins ;' or, as the Constantinopolitan Fathers 
deliver, ' I acknowledge one baptism of repentance for 
the remission of sins:' " "Denique caput decimum 
symboli Romani, de remissione peccatorum, manifesto 
nihil est aliud quam segmentum articuli, in veteri, 
symbolo orientali sic plenius expressi, — ' Credo in unum 
baptismum pcenitentise in remissionem peccatorum; 9 
sive, ut Patres Constantinopolitani caput illud tradunt, 
'Confiteor unum baptismum poenitentiae in remissio- 
nem peccatorum. ' " Bull observes, that the Roman 
Symbol did not receive its completion till the four 
hundredth year after Christ: — "quod demum post 
annum Christi quadringentesimum in ecclesia ilia com- 
plementum suum accepit 8 ." That completion was in 
the addition of the articles, " communion of saints" 
and " descent into hell." 

The introduction of this latter article into the Roman 
Symbol is thus explained by Abp. Usher : — " Let it be 
observed that the article Descensus ad inferna was firstly 
brought into the Roman Symbol from the Aquileian. 
But in later copies of the Roman is found, taken from 
the Athanasian Symbol, ' descendit ad inferos, 9 for which 
in the Greek is substituted ek aSov as a translation 
of 'ad inferos V" Rufinus's observation is to the 
following effect, that the article descendit ad inferna 
was originally in the Aquileian Symbol, and in no 

* Bull, Judicium Ecclesiee Catholic®, p. 96. 

' " Ubi notandum, ex Aquileiensi primum Symbolo in Romanum tra- 
dictum esse articulum Descensus ad inferna. In posterioribus, ex 
Athanasiano Symbolo, descendit ad inferos, hie est positum: pro quo 
ci? &Bov in Grseco est substitutum quum a primitivis Symbolis totum 
hoc caput abfuisse; ita Bufinus admonuerit." — [Usher, De Symbolis, 
p. 10.) 
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other. " Let it be understood," he says, " that in the 
Symbol of the Roman Church, there is not added cfe- 
scendit ad inferna : but neither in the Churches of the 
East is there this article. But the same force of the 
words (descendit ad inferna) seems to be in that which 
is said, buried u ." It appears therefore that the words 
descendit ad inferna (afterwards changed into descendit 
ad inferos, and hence translated into Greek, ei? &Sov f 
whence the English translation) had originally no other 
meaning than what is expressed in the word " buried." 

However, these two articles, of "communion of 
saints," and "descent into hell," were added to the 
Roman Symbol without concurrence of the rest of 
the Church, or any authority recognised by it ; while 
the two occasions on which additions were made to the 
Eastern were the Councils of Nicaea and of Constan- 
tinople, against Arius and Macedonius. 

As the words of the confession were not in general 
committed to writing, it formed no part of the Scrip- 
tures ; (but was the ground of the instruction given to 
the catechumens to prepare them for baptism, and in 
the words of which, they were then to make profession 
of the faith). This is the character of the Symbol given 
by Jerome : — " In symbolo fidei et spei nostra, quod ab 
Apostolis traditum, non scribitur in charta et atramento, 
sed tabulis cordis carnalibus v :" " In the symbol of our 
faith and our hope, (of what we believe, and of what 
we look for,) which, delivered by the Apostles, is not 
written on paper and with ink, but on fleshly tables of 
the heart." 

11 " Sciendum Bane est quod in Ecclesiee Roman® symbolo non habetur 
additum ; Descendit ad inferna : sed neque in (Mentis Ecclesiis habetur 
hie sermo. Vis tamen verbi eadem videtur esse in eo quod sepultus 
dicitur." — (Usher, De Symb., p. 10.) T From Usher, De Symb., p. 7* 
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When Jerome [speaks of the Symbol being an ex- 
pression not only " of our faith/' but " of our hope," he 
evidently refers to what we find in the Nicene Creed, — 
" and I look for the resurrection of the dead, and the 
life of the world to come." But that distinction does 
not seem so strongly marked in the Symbol of the 
Roman Church, now called the Creed " of the Apostles ;" 
it could not therefore be so distinctly said of this Creed, 
that it was the symbol " of our hope," as well as " of our 
faith ;" Jerome, therefore, when he spake of the Sym- 
bol as one of hope, as well as of faith, " fidei et spei 
nostrae," referred to the Symbol, not of the Western, but 
of the Eastern Church, out of which arose the Nicene 
Creed, or with which the latter is identical. 

Upon every consideration, therefore, and from every 
character, the Nicene Creed deserves the distinction 
assigned to it by Bishop Bull x , that it is the Symbol, 
which is the bond of union to the whole Catholic 
Church. 

* Vindication of the Church of England. — Works, vol. ii. pp. 218, 219. 
Oxford, 1827. 
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No. 26.— The Daughters of Pola : a 
Tale of the Great Tenth Persecution. 
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Oxford editions of Bebottonal TOorfcs. 

IMITATION OF OHRIST. 
FOUR BOOKS. By Thomas a Kbm- 
pis. A new Edition, revised, hand- 
somely printed in fcap. 8vo., with 
Vignettes and red borders. Cloth, 5s. ; 
antique calf, red edges, 10s. 6d. 

LAUD'S DEVOTIONS. 

THE PRIVATE DEVOTIONS of Dr. 
William Laud, Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, and Martyr. A new and re- 
vised Edition, with Translations to the 
Latin Prayers, handsomely printed 
with Vignettes and red lines. Fcp. 
Svo., cl. antique, 6b. ; bound, 10s. 6d. 

WILSON'S SACRA PRIVATA. 

THE PRIVATE MEDITATIONS, 
DEVOTIONS, and PRAYERS of the 
Right Rev. T. Wilson, D.D., Lord 
Bishop of Sodor and Man. Now first 
printed entire. From the Original 
MSS. Fcap. 8vo., antique cloth, 4s. 

ANDREWES' DEVOTIONS. 

DEVOTIONS. By the Right Rev. 
Launch lot Andbbwes. Translated 
from the Greek and Latin, and ar- 
ranged anew. Fcap. 8vo., antique 

. cloth, 68.; antique calf,. red edges, 
10s. 6d. 



SPINGKES' DEVOTIONS. 

TRUE CHURCH OF ENGLAND 
MAN'S COMPANION IN THE 
CLOSET ; or, A complete Manual of 
Private Devotions, collected from the 
Writings of eminent Divines of the 
Church of England. By Nathaniel 
Spinckes. Fcap. 8vo., Jloriatedbor- 
ders, cloth antique, 4s. 

TAYLOR'S HOLY LIVIN6. 

THE RULE AND EXERCISES OF 
HOLY LIVING. By Bishop Ja- 
bemt Taylor. In which are de- 
scribed the means and instruments 
of obtaining every virtue, and the re- 
medies against every vice. Antique 
cloth, As. 

TAYLOR'S HOLY DYIN6. 

THE RULE AND EXERCISES OF 
HOLY DYING. By Bishop Jb- 
bbmy Taylor. In which are de- 
scribed the means and instruments 
of preparing ourselves and others re- 
spectively for a blessed death, &c. 
Antique cloth, is. 



©fiurcfi ^oetrg. 

THE CHRISTIAN YEAR. Thoughts in Verse for the Sundays 
and Holydays throughout the year. 

Octavo Edition, — Large type, cloth, 10s. 6d. ; morocco, by Mayday, 
21s. ; antique calf, 18s. 

Foolscap Octavo Edition, — Cloth, 7s. 6d. ; morocco, 10s. 6d. ; morocco 
by Mayday, 15s. ; antique calf, 12s. 

ISmo. "Edition, — Cloth, 6s. ; morocco, 8s. 6d. 

32oto. Edition, — Cloth, 3s. 6d.; morocco, plain, 5s.; morocco, by 
Mayday, 7s. 

Cheap Edition, — Cloth, Is. 6d. ; bound, 2s. 
LYRA INNOCENTIUM. Thoughts in Verse for Christian Children. 

B2mo. Edition, — Cloth, 3s. 6d. ; morocco, plain, 5s. ; morocco, by 
Mayday, 7s. 

Cheap Edition, — Cloth, Is. 6d.; bound, 2s. 
MORNING THOUGHTS. By a Clergyman. Suggested by the 

Second Lessons for the Daily Morning Service throughout the 

Year. 2 vols. Foolscap Svo., cloth, 5s. each. 
THE CHILD'S CHRISTIAN YEAR. Hymns for every Sunday 

and Holy day throughout the Year. Cheap Edition, l&mo., cloth, Is. 
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THEOLOGICAL AND DEVOTIONAL WORKS, 

Chttreh PoeUy—oonUnved. 

FLORUM SACRA. By the Rev. G. Hunt Smyttan. Second 

Edition. lfrno., Is. 
THE CATHEDRAL. 32mo., with Engravings, 4*. ML 

Fcap. 800., Eighth Edition, 7«. 6d. 
THOUGHTS IN PAST YEARS. The Sixth Edition, with several 

new Poems, Z2mo. t doth, 4s. 6d. 
THE BAPTISTERY; or, The Way of Eternal Life. Z2mo. t cloth, 

Je.64. 
The above Three Volumes uniform, neatly bound in morocco, 32mo., 18*. 
THE CHRISTIAN SCHOLAR. Foolscap too., 10s. €d. 

32mo., c&rfft, 4s. 64. 
THE SEVEN DAYS ; or, The Old and New Creation. Fcap. 8*0., 

new Edition, doth, 7s. Id. 



CHRISTIAN BALLADS AND POEMS. By the Rev. A. C. 
Coxe. l&mo. A New Edition, with additions, just published, 
priee 3s. 

Dreamland, and other Ballads, in a packet of 12 for One Shilling. 

EPITAPHS FOR COUNTRY CHURCHYARDS. Collectedand 
arranged by Augustus J. C. Hare. Fcap. 800., doth, 2s. 6d. 

THE PARISH. A Poem in Five Cantos, (hy the A»thor #f Paro- 
chial Work). Second Edition. Fcap. 800., cloth, 9s. 

HYMNS FROM THE GOSPEL OF THE DAY, for«aeh Sun- 
day and the Festivals of our Lord. By the Rev. J. E. Bode, M.A., 
Rector of Westwell, Ozon ; Author of Ballads from Herodotus, 
Bampton Lectures, &c. IStno., Is. 

THE CLEVELAND PSALTER. The Book of Psalms in Eng- 
lish Verse, and in Measures suited for Sacred Music By E. 
Churton, M.A., Archdeacon of Cleveland. Foolscap 800., doth, 
7s. 6d. 

PSALMODY FOR THE CHRISTIAN SEASONS, selected from 
the CLEVELAND PSALTER. \6mo., Is. 

A HYMN-BOOK FOR THE SERVICES OF THE CHURCH, 
and for private reading. ISmo., doth, Is. ; limp, 9d. 

ENGLISH HYMNAL. A Hymn-book for the Use of the Church 
of England. A new Edition, \6mo., cloth, Is. 

THE PSALTER, or CANTICLES AND PSALMS OF DAVID, 
pointed for Chanting, upon a new Principle; with Explanations 
and Directions. By the late Stephen Elvey, Mus. Doc. &vo., 
cloth, price 7s. 6d. 

A COLLECTION OF ANTHEMS used in the Cathedral and Col- 
legiate Churches of England and Wales. By W. Marshall, 
Mus. Doc. A New Edition, 12 wo., cloth. With Appendix, 3s. 
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Ufbrarg of t&e JFat&er*, 

Jfe reduced Prices. 

£ t. <L 

ST. AUGUSTINE'S Confessions. Jtotf £^*<m - 7 

Sermons on the New Test. 2 vols. - 1 1 

■ Homilies on the Psalms. 6 toIs. - - 2 16 6 
■ on the Gospel and First Epistle 

of S. John. 2 vols. - - - 1 2 6 
Practical Treatises - - - 12 



S.CHRYSOSTOM on S.Matthew. 3 vols. - 1 7 

— — Homilies on S. John. 2 vols. - - 18 6 

on the Acts. 2 vols. - - 16 

on S. Paul's Epistles. 7 vols, in 6 3 

on the Statues - - 9 

S. CYRIL'S Lectures on the Creed. 3rd Ed. - - 8 

S.CYPRIAN'S Works. 2 vols. 3rd Edition - 17 

S. GREGORY THE GREAT on Book of Job. 4 vols. 2 2 

S. EPHREM'S Rhythms on the Nativity, and on Faith,— 

(From the Syriac) - - - 10 6 

S.ATHANASIUS. Against the Arians. 2 vols. 2nd Ed. 15 

Historical Tracts - - - 8 

The Festal Epistles - - - 4 6 

TERTULLIAN'S Treatises. 2nd Edition - - 12 

Or the complete set, 40 volt. - - - 17 14 



ORIGINAL TEXTS. 
S. AUGUSTINI Confessiones 
S. CHRYSOSTOMI in Epist. ad Corinth. I. 

■ ad Corinthios II. 

■ ad Romanos 



• ad Galatas et Ephesios - 
- ad Philipp., Coloss., Thessal. 



THEODORETI ad Romanos, Corinth., et Galat. 



7 





10 


6 


8 





9 





7 





10 


6 


8 






THEOLOGICAL AND DEVOTIONAL WORKS, 

IMfararB of &nglo-(£atf)Qlic ©Jeologg, 

^ reduced Prices. 



BP. ANDREW ES' Sermons. 5 vols. 

■ Pattern of Catechistical Doctrine, &c. 
Tortura Torti - 

■ Responsio ad ApoL Card. Bellarmini 

Preces Privatae. Gr. et Lat. 

Opuscule. Posthuma 

— — Minor Works and Indices - 
BP.BEVERIDGE'S English Works. 10 vols. 

Codex Canonum. 2 vols. 

ABP. BRAMHALVS Works. 5 vols. 

BP, B ULL'S Harmony on Justification. 2 vols. 

Works on the Trinity. 3 vols. 

BP. COSIN'S Works. 5 vols. 

CRA KAN THORP'S De£ Eccl. Anglican* - 
FRANK'S Sermons. 2 vols. 
BP. FORBES 1 Considerations Modestae. 2 vols. 
BP. GUNNING on the Paschal, or Lent Fast 
HAMMOND'S Practical Catechism - 
* Minor Theological Works - 

■ Sermons. 2 Parts 

HICKES' Treatises on the Priesthood. 3 vols. 
JOHN JOHNSON'S Unbloody Sacrifice. 2 vols. 

English Canons. 2 vols. - 

ABP. LAUD'S Works. Complete. 7 vols. - 
L' ESTRANGE* S Alliance of Divine Offices - 
MARSHALL'S Penitential Discipline 
BP. NICHOLSON on the Catechism 
BP. FEB ALL'S Convocation-Book. 8vo. - 
BP. PEARSON'S Vindici® Ignatianae. 2 vols. 
THORNDIKE'S Works. Complete. 6 vols. 
BP. WILSON'S Works. Vols. 2 to 6 



£ s. 


d. 


1 15 

5 
6 
6 
5 
4 
6 











3 10 
14 


6 



1 15 





10 





1 10 





7 





10 





12 





6 





5 





5 
10 






15 





10 
12 






3 3 





6 





4 





5 





10 





2 10 





2 14 






Bp. Wilson's Works— Vol. 1 , Life, &c, will complete the Series. 
10 



PUBLISHED BY J. H. AND J. PARKER. 



Sermons. 

ARMSTRONG.— Parochial Sermons. By the late Lord Bishop 
of Grahamstown. Second Edition. Fcap. 800., cloth, 5s. 



Sermons on the Fasts and Festivals. Second 



Edition. Fcap. Svo., cloth, 5s. 

BARKER. — Plain Sermons preached in Parish Churches. By the 
Rev. Thomas Barker, M.A., of Queen's College, Oxford; late 
Tutor of Codrington College, Barbados. Post Svo., cloth, 6s. 6d. 

BEVERIDGE. — Sermons on the Ministry and Ordinances of the 
Church of England. By Bishop Beveridge. 12mo., cloth, 3s. 

BURBIDGE. — Leamington College Sermons. — School Life. — Ser- 
mons preached in the Chapel of Leamington College. By Thomas 
Burbidge, LL.D., Master of the College. Fcap. Svo., cloth, 5&. 

BURROWS.— Parochial Sermons, by the Rev. Henry W. Bur- 
rows, B.D., Perpetual Curate of Christ Church, St. Pancras. 
Fcap. Svo., cloth, 6s. 

— Second Series. Fcap. Svo., cloth, 5s. 

CHRISTIAN SEASONS.— Short and Plain Sermons for every 
Snnday and Holyday throughout the Year. Edited by the late 
Bishop of Grahamstown. 4 vols., Fcap. Svo., cloth, 16s. 

A Second Series of Sermons for the Christian Seasons. 



Uniform with the above. 4 vols., Fcap. Svo., cloth, 16s. 

FAMILY READING.— Ninety Short Sermons for Family Reading, 
following the Order of the Christian Seasons. 2 vols., Fcap. Svo., 8s. 

FRASER. — Parish Sermons. Second Series. By William Fraser, 
B.C.L., Yicar of Alton, Staffordshire, and Domestic Chaplain to 
the Earl of Shrewsbury and Talbot. Fcap. Svo., cloth, red edges, 3s. 

HARSTON.— Sermons by the Rev. E. Harston, Rector of Tarn- 
worth. Svo., cloth, 108. 6d. 

HEURTLEY.— The Union between Christ and His People. Second 
Edition. By the Rev. C. A. Heurtley, D.D., Canon of Christ 
Church. Svo., cloth, 5s. 6d. 

Justification : Eight Sermons atBampton's Lecture, 1845. 



Second Edition. Svo., cloth, 99. 
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THEOLOGICAL AND DEVOTIONAL WORKS, 

Sermons— continued* 
HUNTINGTON'S Sermons for the Holy Seasons of the Church, 
with others ou various subjects. 800., cloth, 6s. 

HUNTLEY.— The Year of the Church. A Course of Sermons 
by the late Rev. Richard Webster Huntley, M.A., some- 
time Fellow of All Souls' College* Oxford ; Rector of Boxwell- 
cum- Leigh terton, Gloucestershire, and Yicar of Alberbury, Salop ; 
and for eleven years Proctor in Convocation for the Clergy of the 
Diocese of Gloucester and Bristol: with a short Memoir by the 
Editor, the Rev. Sir G. Pbevost, Bart., K.A. Fcqp. Svo^ cloth 
lettered, 7s. 6d. 

HUSSEY. — Sermons, mostly Academical. With a Preface, contain* 
ing a Refutation of a Theory founded upon the Syriac Fragments 
of the Epistles of St Ignatius. By the late Rev. Robert Hussey, 
B.D. Svo. t cloth, 10s. 6d. 

LENTEN SERMONS AT OXFORD.— A Series of Sermons 
preached on the Evening of each Wednesday and Friday during the 
Season of Lent, 1857. 8to., cloth, 14s. Separately, Is. each. 

The Series for 1859. Fcap. 8tw., cloth, 5b. 

LEEDS. — Sermons preached at the Consecration of St Saviour's, 
Leeds. 800., cloth, 7s. 6d. 

MANT.— The Man of Sorrows. The Mental Sufferings of our Lord 
and Saviour Jesus Christ during His Passion ; considered in Five 
Discourses. By the Yen. Archdeacon Mant. 12mo., cloth, 2s. 6d. 

MARRIOTT.— Sermons preached before the University of Oxford, 
and in other places. By the late Rev. C. Marriott, Fellow of 
Oriel College, Oxford. 12m©., cloth, 6s. 



— — Volume the Second. 12mo. t cloth, 7s. 6d. 

Lectures on the Epistle of St Paul to the Romans. 

By the late Rev. C. Marriott, B.D., Fellow of Oriel College, 
Oxford. Edited by his Brother, the Rev. John Marriott. 
12mo,, cloth, 6s, 

MATURIN.— • Six Lectures on the Events of Holy Week. By 
William Maturin, B.A., Perpetual Curate of Grangegorman, 
Dublin. Crown Svo., limp cloth, 2s. 6d. 

MEYRICK.— The Wisdom of Piety, and other Sermons, addressed 
chiefly to Undergraduates. By the Rev. F. Meyrick, M.A., 
Her Majesty's Inspector of Schools; Fellow of Trinity College; 
late Select Preacher before the University of Oxford; and Her 
Majesty's Preacher at Whitehall. Crown 8vo. t 4s. 
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Sermons— continued. 

MONRO. — Sermons, chiefly on the Responsibilities of the Ministerial 
Office. By the Rev. Edward Monro, Incumbent of Harrow Weald. 
8vo., cloth, 7s. 

By the same Author, 

PLAIN SERMONS ON THE BOOK OF COMMON PRAYER. 
Fcap. Svo., cloth, 5s. 

HISTORICAL AND PRACTICAL SERMONS on the SUF- 
FERINGS and RESURRECTION of our LORD. 2 vols. 
Fcap. Svo., cloth, 10s. 

SERMONS ON NEW TESTAMENT CHARACTERS. Fcap. 
Svo., 4s. 

PUSEY. — Parochial Sermons, preached on various occasions. By 
the Rev. E. B Pusey, D.D. Svo. 



I. At the Consecration of Grove Church. 

6d. 

II. Christ the Source and Rule of Chris- 

tian Love. Is. 6d. 

III. The Preaching of the Gospel a Pre- 
paration for our Lord's Coming. Is. 
/•God is Love. 

iv. J Whoso receiveth one such little 

V. j Child in My Name,, receiveth 

V Me. Two Sermons, Is. 6d. 



vi. The Day of Judgment. 6d. 

vn. Chastisements neglected, forerun- 
ners of greater. Is. 

viii. Blasphemy against the Holy 
Ghost. Is. 

iz. Do all to the Lord Jesus. 6d. 
( The Danger of Riches. 

*• < Seek God first, and ye shall have 
* (. all. Two Sermons, Is. 6d. 



PUSEY.— Sermons preached before the University of Oxford. By 
the Rev. E. B. Pusey, D.D. In one vol Svo., 9s. 



Patience and Confidence the Strength 

of the Church. 1843. Is. 
The Holy Eucharist : a Comfort for the 

Penitent. 1848. Is. 6d. 
Entire Absolution of the Penitent. 

1846. Two Sermons. Is. 6d. and Is. 
The Rule of Faith, as maintained by the 



Fathers and Church of England. 

1851. Is. 6d. 
The Presence of Christ in the Holy 

Eucharist. 1858. Is. 6d. 
Justification. 1858. Is. 
All Faith the gift of God.— Real Faith 

entire. Two Sermons. 1855. 2s. 



PUSEY.— Parochial Sermons. From Advent to Whitsuntide. Vol.1. 
Third Edition. Svo., cloth, 10s. 6d. Vol II. Svo., cloth, 10/. 6d. 

SERMONS ON OUR RELATION to the HOLY TRINITY, 
and to the CHURCH OF GOD. By Thos. Yard, M.A., Exeter 
College, Oxford ; Rector of Ashwell, Rutland. Fcap., cloth, 2s. 

SEWELL.— A Year's Sermons to Boys. Preached in the College 
Chapel, Radley. By the Rev. Dr. Sewell. Second Edition. Svo., 
cloth, 7s. 6d. 

TUPPER— Ten Sermons in Illustration of the Creed, by the late 
Rev. W. G. Tuppek, Warden of the House of Charity, Soho. 
Fcap. Svo., cloth, 4s. 

IS 



THEOLOGICAL AVD DEVOTIONAL WORKS, 

OTje practical (ffljrfstfan's lUbrarg, 

AUGUSTINE.— The Confessions of St. Augustine. 18mo., cZofA, 2s- 

A KEMPIS.— Of the Imitation of Christ. By Thomas a Kempis. 
Four Books. A cheap Edition, entire. 18 mo., cloth , Is. 

BONWICKE.— The Life of Mr. Ambrose Bonwicke. Second Edi- 
tion. 18mo., cloth, Is. 

NELSON. — The Life of George Bull, D.D., sometime Lord 
Bishop of St. David's. By Robert Nelson, Esq. ISmo., cloth, 
Is. 6d. 

PRAYER-BOOK. — A Companion to the Prayer-book, compiled 
from the best sources. A new Edition. 18mo., eloth, Is. 

HEYLIN.— The Doctrine and Discipline of the English Church. 
Extracted from the introduction to " Cyprianus Anglicus," or, the 
Life of Archbishop Laud. By Peter Heylin, D.D. ISmo., 
cloth, 8d. 

HOOKER. — Of Divine Service, The Sacraments, &c Being selec- 
tions from Hooker's Fifth Book of the Ecclesiastical Polity. A 
new Edition. 18mo., cloth, Is. 6d. 

JONES OF NAYLAND.— Tracts on the Church; containing— An 
Essay on the Church, &c. By the Rev. W. Jones, of Nayland. 
18 wo., cloth, Is. ^d. 

■ On the Figurative Language of the Holy Scripture, and the 

interpretation of it from the Scripture itself. 18mo., cloth, Is. 6d. 

KEN. — A Manual of Prayers. By Bishop Ken. 18 mo., cloth, 6<L 

NICHOLSON.— An Exposition of the Catechism of the Church of 
England. By Bishop Nicholson. A new Edition. 18 mo., cloth, 
Is. 6d. 

PASCAL. — Thoughts on Religion, translated from the French. By 
Blaise Pascal. A new Edition. ISmo., cloth, Is. 6d. 

SHERLOCK.— The Practical Christian, or Devout Penitent By 
Dr. Sherlock. With a Life of the Author, by his former pupil, 
Thomas Wilson, D.D., sometime Lord Bishop of Sodor and Man. 
18mo., cloth, 4s. ; or in four parts, sewed, Is. each. 

SPINCKES.— The True Church of England-Man's Companion in 
the Closet; or, A complete Manual of Private Devotions, collected 
from the writings of eminent Divines of the Church of England. 
Compiled by the Rev. Mr. Spinckes. 18mo., cloth, Is. 6d. 
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The Practical Christian's Library—continued. 

SUTTON. — Learn to Live. By Christopher Sutton, D.D. Anew 
Edition. ]$mo., Is. 6d. 

• Learn to Die. By Christopher Sutton, D.D. A new 



Edition, 18mo., Is. 

TAYLOR. — The Golden Grove; a choice Manual, containing what 
is to be believed, practised, and desired, or prayed for. By Bishop 
Jeremy Taylor. 18 wo., cloth, 9d. 

— The Rule and Exercises of Holy Living ; in which 

are described the means and instruments of obtaining every virtue, 
and the remedies against every vice. 18mo., cloth, Is. 6d. 

The Rule and Exercises of Holy Dying ;*in which are 



described the means and instruments of preparing ourselves and 
others respectively for a blessed death, &c. 18mo., cloth, Is. 6d. 
The above two volumes in one, 2s. 6d. 

WILSON.— A Short and Plain Instruction for the better understand- 
ing of the Lord's Supper, with the necessary preparation required. 
A new Edition, reprinted entire. By Bishop Wilson. 3 2 wo., 
cloth, Is. 

Also an Edition with Rubrics in red, cloth, 3 2 mo., 2s. 

Sacra Privata. Private Meditations, Devotions, and 



Prayers. Adapted to general use. 32mo., Is. 

With red Rubrics, cloth, Z2mo. t 2s. 



THE PENNY POST.— A Church of England Illustrated Maga- 
zine, issued Monthly. Price One Penny. 

That this Magazine is wanted, a circulation of 22,000 copies of each 
number testifies. It is the only Penny Magazine upholding sound 
Church principles. That it does good, and is appreciated, testimony 
whence it would be least expected, abundantly proves. But at the 
same time it must be borne in mind, that this is a small circulation for 
a Penny religious periodical. Those who differ depend much upon 
their periodicals for inculcating doctrine hostile to the Church, and 
circulate thousands, where the Church of England, unfortunately, cir- 
culates only hundreds. — Monthly, One Penny. Subscribers' names 
received by all Booksellers and Newsmen. 

Vol 8. I., II., III., and IV., of the Old Series, crown 8vo., cloth, 
may be obtained, price Is. 6d. each. 

Vols. I. to V. of the New Series of the " Penny Post," 8vo., in hand- 
some wrapper, Is. ; or in cloth, Is. 8d. each. 
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Cjr* ^iUxkx^ <£(wrx:|rmint. 

To the Clergy and Laity generally, to Heads of Families, to 
Authors and Publishers, and to all who are interested in Re- 
ligious Literature. 

In an age of great ecclesiastical and polemical activity, when 
theological and religious publications occupy a most important 
rank in literature ; when Romanism and Dissent are modifying 
their developments, and resorting to the Press for the dissemi- 
nation of their principles ; and when on the Continent, and 
especially in Germany, Theology is undergoing many important 
changes, it can hardly be doubted that there is a wide opening 
for a learned, impartial, and exclusively critical Journal, con- 
ducted on true Church-of-England principles. 

Such a Journal is the Literary Churchman. Commenced 
in 1855, it has pursued its course to the present time, and has 
succeeded in attracting the approbation and support of a con- 
siderable number of Churchmen, including bishops, clergy, and 
some of the most influential laity. 

To Authors it presents an effective means of making the 
merits of their publications known ; while, from the fact of its 
appearing so frequently, it becomes a better medium for adver- 
tising new books than any of the monthly or quarterly periodicals. 

Communications to be addressed to the Editor, 377, Strand, 
London, W.C. 

Published on the 1st and 16th of each Month, price 4<Z.; 
free by post, 5d. 

SUBSCRIPTIONS. 

«. d. b. d. 

For Six Months . . . * 4 | For the year . * .80 

„ Ditto free by post . 6 | „ Ditto free by post .10 

A specimen Number sent gratuitously on application. 

It will be seen on comparison with the various Reviews and 
Magazines connected with Religious Literature, that this, while 
giving the most complete and full information, is still by far 
the cheapest. 
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